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Tol.  No. 

Wingoid,  Jane  J >.. 1  18 

Wood,  Post  Office  nod  f^  BoadB— 

Oceaa  mail  senrke  between  United  States  and  Great  Britain 1  137 

J.  C.  Coan - —..  1  W 

Ifiniflsippi  wd  Miaaonrl  Bailroad  Cccnpany ^ 1  208 

New  Albany  and  Salem  Bailroad  Company 1  2t52 

Work,  Dr.  Jobn 1  12 

Wright,  Daniel I  202 

Y. 

Tatee,  pr.  Oeofge,  heirs  of. ^  I  210 

TorktoVn,  New  York,  PreBbyterian  Chordi  of 1  127 

iTonngs,  William 1  33 

Young,  Button  M 1  229 

z. 

ZoUioofier,  Territories,  Oregon,  minority  report  of <».• 1  123 
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of  a  single  instance,  a  house  in  New  York,  he  personally  invited  no 
bids  ;  that  when  the  bids  were  made  and  the  samples  furnished,  the- 
latter  were  opened  in  one  of  the  committee  rooms  and  carefully  collated 
by  the  oldest  and  most  experienced  employes  in  the  oflSce,  at  the  re- 
quest, by  the  direction,  and  in  the  presence  of  the  Clerk,  who,  having 
little  knowledge  respecting  the  different  qualities  of  stationery,  took 
no  part  in  making  the  selections,  but  left  it  to  the  larger  experience 
and  better  judgment  of  his  subordinates  ;  that  they  selected  from  diffe- 
rent samples,  such  as  appeared  to  them  most  suitable,  regard  being 
had  to  both  quality  and  prices ;  and  that  contracts  were  awarded  to- 
some  four  or  five  different  bidders,  resident  at  different  points,  and  all 
shown  to  be  first-rate  dealers ;  that  the  accepted  bids  were  made  known 
through  the  office,  and  instructions  given  by  the  Clerk  to  carefully 
inspect  the  articles  delivered,  and  to  see  that  they  conformed  to  the 
samples,  instructions  that  were  faithfully  observed  ;  that  in  receiving 
and  accepting  the  bids  there  was  no  collusion  nor  understanding  be- 
tween the  bidder  and  the  Clerk,  or  any  of  his  employes  ;  that  no  mar- 
^n  was  reserved,  and  no  bonus  was  paid,  or  agreed  to  be  paid,  or 
demanded  to  be  paid,  by  any  of  the  contractors,  either  to  the  Clerk  or 
any  one  in  his  employ  ;  that  the  quality  of  the  stationery  furnished  ia 
very  good,  and  that  the  skill  and  judgment  used  in  making  selections- 
have  been  called  in  question  only  in  the  single  article  of  wrapping^ 
Saper,  and  that  to  the  extent  of  but  a  few  cents  per  ream,  certain  bid- 
ers  being  of  opinion  that  their  own  samples  were  eaually  as  good  aa- 
those  upon  which  contracts  were  awarded,  while  tneir  bids  were  a. 
trifle  lower. 

While  your  committee,  therefore,  find  nothing  in  the  purchase  of 
the  stationery  to  impeach  the- official  conduct  either  of  the  Clerk  or  of 
those  acting  under  him,  their  investigation  has  given  them  some  in- 
sight into  the  stationery  system,  and  they  deem  it  proper  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  it.  It  appears  that,  by  usage  of  the  office, 
the  stationery  is  placed  in  the  custody  of  one  of  the  subordinates, 
known  as  the  stationery  clerk ;  that  he  furnishes  stationery  to  the 
Postmaster  of  the  House,  who  delivers  it  to  the  members,  and  keeps 
the  accounts  with  them ;  that,  in  fact,  members  have  supplied  them- 
selves from  the  stationery  room,  leaving  the  stationery  clerk  to  report 
the  items  to  the  Postmaster ;  and  that  in  the  sickness  or  necessary 
absence  of  the  stationery  clerk  during  the  session  of  the  House,  his 
duties  devolve^  upon  some  of  his  associates ;  that,  so  far  as  your  com- 
mittee can  perceive,  there  is  no  check  imposed  upon  the  stationery 
clerk,  or  those  who  temporarily  act  in  his  place,  and  no  means  of 
ascertaining  the  fidelity  with  which  they  execute  their  trust.  It  fur- 
thermore appears  that  a  practice  had  grown  up  ib  tl^e  office  of  allowing 
each  of  the  employes  to  use  the  office  stationery  for  private  purposes 
to  an  extent  equal  to  the  amount  allowed  by  law  to  each  of  the  mem- 
bers. As  it  appears  to  your  committee,  the  stationery  ot  the  House  is 
in  much  the  same  condition  as  would  be  a  stock  of  merchandise  of 
many  thousand  dollars  value,  sold  at  retail  by  sundry  different  clerks, 
to  nearly  two  hundred  and  fifty  different  customers,  each  a  part  proprie- 
tor, interested  only  ih  securing  his  share  of  the  capital,  with  no  eye  to 
profits,  no  account  of  sales  kept,  and  no  invoice  ever  taken  ;  the  safety 
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proper  to  add  that  the  testimoDj  shows  that  these  profits,  considerable 
as  they  appear,  were  enjoyed  by  the  tradesman  alone,  neither  the 
Clerk  nor  any  of  his  subordinates  participating  in  them.  And  in  the 
matter  of  the  carpet  it  appears  that  the  Clerk  personally  had  no  other 
connexion  with  it  than  to  give  the  order  in  the  manner  stated,  having 
one  of  his  subbrdinates  to  supervise  the  laying  it  down  according  to 
the  wishes  of  the  Superintendent. 

Among  other  duties  devolved  upon  the  late  Clerk,  the  House  by 
resolution  of  July  7,  1866,  ordered  him  to  purchase  for  each  new 
member  and  delegate  of  the  last  Congress,  a  certain  catalogue  of  books. 
This  order  it  seems  he  had  in  part  executed,  when  on  the  3d  of  March, 
1857,  the  same  was  modified^  so  far  as  it  remained  unexecuted,  by 
giving  a  reduced  number  of  books  to  such  public  library  in  each  of  the 
aistricts  as  the  member  might  designate,  and  at  the  same  time  the 
sum  of  $138,000  was  appropriated  for  the  purpose  of  indemnifying  the 
Clerk  for  books  already  purchased,  and  to  enable   him  to  execute 
the  order  in  full.     Soon  afterwards  the  Clerk  upon  consultation,  ac- 
cording to  his  usage  in  cases  new  and  doubtful,  with  the  more  expe- 
rienced of  his  corps  of  assistant  clerks,  drew  a  requisition  upon  the 
treasury  for  $50,000,  for  the  purpose  of  indemnifying  himself  fot 
previous  purchases,  and  to  provide  a  fund  for  future  purchases  to  be 
made  in  his  contemplated  absence  from  the  city.     This  requisition 
was  challenged  and  dishonored  at  the  treasury,  and  was  followed  by 
a  correspondence  between  the  Clerk's  office  and  the  Secretary,  not  neces- 
sary to  De  noticed  further  than  to  state  the  conclusion  arrived  at.    On 
the  13th  of  June,  1857,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  addressed  a 
letter  to  the  First  Comptroller,  reviewing  the  two  resolutions  of  July 
7,  1856,  and  March  3,  1857,  and  making  a  decision  in  reference  to  the 
purchase  of  books  by  the  Clerk  under  the  resolutions.     He  says  that 
the  resolution  of  March  3,  1857,  *'  contemplates  two  distinct  objects, 
1st.  To  indemnify  the  clerk  for  books  already  purchased  by  him ;  2d. 
To  enable  the  clerk  to  obtain  and  forward  to  public  libraries  the  books 
set  forth  in  the  law."     He  adds  that  the  object  of  this  latter  branch 
of  the  law  was  doubtless  to  secure  the  purchase  of  the  books,  '*  as  it 
had  been  repeatedly  charged  that  members  were  sometimes  in  the 
habit  of  receiving  the  money  instead  of  the  books."     Commenting 
upon  the  resolution  of  July  7, 1856,  the  Secretary  says,  "  upon  exam- 
ination of  similar  resolutions  which  have  been  adopted  by  previous 
Houses,  I  find  that  they  substantially  agree  in  their  directions  to  the 
Clerk  with  the  one  now  under  consideration.     The  Clerk,  to  the  extent 
that  he  acted  in  carrying  out  this  resolution,  tvUh  the  recognised  and 
approved  precedents  of  his  predecessors ^  is  entitled  to  protection,  and 
such  I  have  no  doubt  was  the  intention  of  Congress  in  framing  that 
part  of  the  law  which  provides  for  his  indemnity.     He  should  be  re- 
quired to  produce  to  your  office  satisfactory  evidence  that  he  has  so 
acted."     rursuant  to  this  decision  the  Clerk  on  the  15th  of  July, 
1857,  certified  that  he  had  purchassd  of  one  Hugh  Tyler  twenty-four 
sets  of  books,  had  delivered  twenty-one  sets  to  as  many  members,  as 
appeared  by  their  receipts  which  he  produced,  and  had  three  sets  still  on 
hand  undelivered.     It  was  charged  that  this  certificate  was  untrue, 
and  that  in  fact  no  books  had  been  delivered.     This  charge  in  three 
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To  furnish  the  hooks  to  the  lihraries,  under  the  second  branch  of 
the  resolution  of  March  3,  1857,  the  Clerk  employed  Messrs.  Taylor 
&  Maury  and  Mr.  Shillington,  well  known  booksellers  in  this  city. 
Mr.  Taylor  testifies  that  he  endeavored  to  procure  from  John  C. 
Bives  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  the  Diplomatic  Cor- 
respondence, and  the  Finance  Reports,  but  that  Mr.  Bives  refused  to 
sell  less  than  43  volumes  to  the  set  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and 
Appendix,  while  37  volumes  was  all  that  the  Clerk,  as  he  understood 
the  law,  was  authorized  to  buy.  That  for  the  Diplomatic  Corres- 
pondence he  charged  $25  a  set,  while  the  Clerk  was  allowed  to  give 
but  $15  ;  and  for  the  Finance  Benorts  he  charged  $24  50  a  set,  the 
price  fixed  to  be  paid  by  the  clerk  being  $24.  That  failing  to  get 
the  books  there,  he  collected  them  in  the  general  market  wherever  he 
could  find  them,  except  the  Finance  Beports,  which  Mr.  Bives  finally 
supplied  at  $24  a  set,  and  a  portion  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence 
that  he  could  not  procure.  That  the  books  were  delivered  in  one  of 
the  committee  rooms  of  the  Capitol,  received  by  Mr.  Bailey,  Mr. 
Emerick,  and  others,  and  every  set  that  was  brought  in  was  ex- 
amined. **  Of  course  we  did  not  examine  every  volume  thoroughly 
to  see  whether  it  was  imperfect  or  not,  because  we  could  not  do  that. 
If  there  was  any  imperfection  found,  we  stood  ready  to  make  it  right; 
so  we  do  in  all  other  cases." 

Mr.  Bailey,  who  has  been  connected  with  the  Clerk's  office  some 
eight  years,  testifies  that  he  had  charge  of  the  book  business  after  the 
1st  of  April,  1857  ;  that  in  the  absence  of  the  Clerk,  and  under  in- 
structions irom  him  to  have  everything  right  in  the  matter,  and  to 
see  that  the  books  should  be  in  good  condition,  he  gave  Lis  personal 
attention  to  receiving  the  books  furnished  for  the  libraries,  aided  by 
Mr.  Emerick ;  that  he  attended  to  having  the  books  packed  and 
boxed  up,  and  sent  to  the  libraries ;  that  he  neither  received  nor 
sent  away  any  books  that  he  knew  were  not  in  good  order. 

Mr.  Bobert  K.  Elliott  testifies  that,  from  the  20th  of  October  to  the 
7th  of  December  last,  at  the  instance  and  in  the  employ  of  John  C. 
Bives,  he  visited  22  public  libraries,  in  the  States  of  Indiana,  Ohio. 
New  York,  New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Pennsylvania,  and  Mary- 
land^ to  look  for  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  the  Finance 
Beports,  and  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  ;  that  he  found  of  the 
first  work,  in  each  library  he  visited,  from  37  to  76  volumes,  some  of 
them  much  worn  and  soiled  by  dampness,  and  in  some  cases  the  labels 
off;  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  was  in  many  instances  found 
wanting,  but  no  charge  had  been  made  for  it  as  he  ascertains.  No 
complaint  was  made  in  regard  to  the  Finance  Beports.  A  portion  of 
these  libraries  were  supplied  by  the  present  Clerk.  Some  complaints 
have  been  made  that  in  some  cases  there  were  duplicate  volumes  of 
the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  and  in  others  a  volume  wanting. 
This  is  very  satisfactorily  explained  by  Mr.  Bailey  as  resulting  from 
the  mistake  of  the  binder— not  affectiug  the  content*  of  the  work. 

It  appears  that  the  Clerk  very  early  authorized  Mr.  Hugh  Tyler  to 
purchase  the  books  required  for  members  of  the  last  House.  Besides 
the  twenty-four  sets  of  books  already  referred  to  and  commented  upon, 
it  appears  that,  on  the  29th  of  March,  1857,  he  procured  from  Messrs. 
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left  a  message  for  him  with  his  son,  who  superintended  his  business^ 
denouncing  the  suspected  agreement,  if  any  such  existed. 

At  the  close  of  the  second  session  of  the  last  Congress  five  of  the 
employes  in  the  Clerk's  ofiBce  requested  leave  of  absence  during  the 
recess,  all,  with  one  exception,  to  engage  in  the  pending  presidential 
canvass.  The  Clerk  granted  the  leave,  but  informed  them  that  during 
the  time  they  would  be  absent  they  should  be  considered  out  of  office, 
assigning  for  this  course  the  two-fold  reason  that  he  wanted  to  bestow 
a  portion  of  his  official  patronage  upon  others  of  his  friends,  and  that 
he  deemed  it  incompatible  with  the  duties  of  salaried  officers  of  the 
government  to  engage  in  the  strife  of  a  political  canvass.  Objection 
was  made  by  some  of  them  to  being  displaced,  and  it  was  proposed  by 
them  that  their  names  should  be  continued  upon  the  pay-roll,  as  being 
in  office ;  that  on  their  return  they  should  receipt  the  pay-roll,  and 
endorse  the  checks  for  their  pay  to  the  clerk  or  under  his  direction. 
To  this  arrangement  the  clerk  assented.  The  absentees  appear  all  to 
•  have  understood  that  substitutes  were  to  be  employed,  and  that  their  . 
pay  was  to  go  to  the  compensation  of  such  substitutes.  No  substitutes^ 
however,  were  employed.  In  fact,  during  the  recess  of  Congress  there 
was  very  little  to  be  done.  On  the  re-assembling  of  Congress  at  the 
first  of  December  following,  four  of  these  five  clerks  returned  to  their 
duties,  and  carried  out  this  agreement  by  receipting  the  pay-roll  for 
their  salaries  during  the  months  of  September,  October,  ^nd  Novem- 
her,  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  $1,800  ;  endorsed  the  checks  drawn 
for  their  pay  and  left  them  with  Mr.  Ingram,  the  chief  clerk.  That 
officer  testifies  that  at  that  time  they  kept  their  funds  deposited  at  the 
banking-house  of  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.,  or  rather  with  Mr.  Suter  himself. 
*'  The  checks  were  drawn  payable  to  the  parties,  but  upon  the  subse- 
quent settlement  at  the  bank  the  checks  were  placed  to  the  credit  of 
tne  Clerk,  in  my  bank  account.  I  think  this  was  not  long  afterwards, 
a  few  days  or  weeks."  Mr.  Bailey  testifies  that  his  attention  was- 
called  to  the  matter  about  the  last  of  March,  1857.  **  I  had  a  conver- 
sation with  you  [Mr.  CuUom]  about  the  matter,  and  I  told  you  that 
you  should  return  the  $1,800,  the  amount  in  question,  to  the  trecwury;. 
that  the  depositing  that  amount  in  the  bank  of  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.  did 
not  answer  the  purpose  which  you  designed  it  should.  You  said  it 
was  your  purpose  to. have  the  matter  done  correctly  and  would  so  make 
your  settlement  at  the  treasury,  I  told  you  that  you  should  charge 
yourself  in  the  account  current  with  this  item  of  $1,800,  the  amount 
withheld  from  these  clerks,  and  that  would  make  the  account  square, 
and  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  would  have  the  matter  carried 
out  in  that  way."  He  further  states,  that  when  the  act  of  March  3, 
1857,  was  passed  requiring  disbursing  officers  to  keep  their  accounts 
with  the  treasury,  the  chief  clerk,  Mr.  Ingram,  in  making  up  his  esti- 
mates of  the  amount  in  the  hands  of  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.  included  this 
item  of  $1,800,  and  that  it  was  returned  to  the  treasury  as  a  part  of 
*  the  general  deposit. 

In  the  account  rendered  to  the  treasury  by  the  Clerk,  after  the  close 
of  his  term,  filed  on  the  3d  of  March,  1858,  the  Clerk  is  charged  with 
a  balance  on  hand,  and  anions  others  with  this  item,  without  date : 

**  Amount  withheld  from  William  Bailey,  J.  C.  Greenlease,  J.  J. 
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acquaintance  with  him  his  wealth  has  been  annually  increasing.  As 
he  increased  in  years  he  increased  in  wealth,  and  latterly  the  increase 
has  been  larger  than  formerly. ' '  It  shows  that  his  means  were  ample, 
his  credit  good,  and  his  character  for  integrity  irreproachable,  mr. 
French,  one  of  his  predecessors  in  office,  on  being  asked  what  are  the 
opportunities  in  this  city  for  such  a  man  to  realize  money  by  dealins 
in  real  estate,  and  taking  advantage  in  buying  and  selling,  says :  '' I 
should  think  perhaps  no  man  could  make  money  faster  in  any  other 
way." 

It  appears  in  evidence  that  the  Clerk  has  fully  settled  his  accounts 
at  the  treasury,  and  that,  during  his  entire  term  of  office,  all  moneys 
to  his  credit  as  Clerk,  were  drawn  only  Upon  checks  prepared  by  his 
chief  clerk,  or  the  person  acting  for  him  in  his  absence,  which  were 
drawn  upon  vouchers  being  presented. 

Your  committee  having  now  completed  the  labors  assigned  them  by 
the  House,  pray  to  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of  the 
subject.  They  ask  leave  to  report  the  following  resolutions,  and  to  be 
discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject  referred  to 
them: 

Reaolvedj  That  there  is  nothing  connected  with  advertising  pro- 
posals, accepting  bids,  or  selecting  or  purchasing  the  stationery  for 
the  use  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  which  reflects  the  slightest 
discredit  upon  William  CuUom,  the  late  Clerk. 

Besolvedj  That  in  the  management  and  disposal  of  the  stationery 
great  abuses  hav6  existed,  but  as  these  have  been  continued  for  a  series 
of  years,  no  special  blame  attaches  to  the  late  Clerk. 

Resclvedj  That  negligence  and  carelessness  have  been  shown  in 
the  execution  of  the  House  resolution  of  the  30th  of  January,  1846, 
by  the  said  clerk,  though  there  is  no  evidence  of  either  corruption  or 
dishonesty  in  the  premises  on  the  part  of  the  late  clerk. 

Besolvedy  That  negligence  and  inattention  have  been  shown  by  the 
late  Clerk  in  the  execution  of  the  resolution  of  July  7,  1856,  and  the 
act  of  March  3,  1857. 

Besdved,  That  in  the  settlement  of  his  accounts  at  the  Treasury 
Department  for  the  purchase  and  delivery  of  books  to  certain  members 
of  the  34th  Congress,  under  the  resolution  of  July  7,  1856,  the  Clerk 
certified  to  the  purchase  and  delivery  of  two  sets  of  books  which  were 
not  in  fact  delivered,  but  money,  in  whole  or  in  part,  had  been  taken 
in  lieu  thereof ;  and  a  custom  is  proved  to  have  previously  existed  of 
exchanging  books  for  money ;  and  in  the  two  instthices  of  the  receipts 
filed  by  the  late  Clerk  the  money  had  been  paid  at  the  special  instance 
of  the  members  themselves. 

All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 
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Schedule  of  papers  (copies  of)  transmitted  ia  letter  of  First  Comp- 
troller of  the  Treasury  of  February  10, 1858,  addressed  to  the  Hon.* 
Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  compliance  with  the 
request  contained  in  the  communication  of  the  Hon.  Horace  Maynard, 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  chairman  of  select  committee, 
addressed  to  the  honorable  Secretary  February  1, 1858,  and  contain- 
ing the  resolutions  of  the  committee,  of  which  the  following  is  a 
copy: 

''  Sib  :  The  committee  appointed  under  the  resolution  of  the  House 
ofBepresentatives,  December  18,  1857,  to  investigate  the  conduct  and 
account  of  William  Cullom,  the  late  Clerk,  in  their  s^ion  of  this 
morning  passed  the  following  resolution,  viz : 

"Served,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  requested  to  fur- 
nish to  this  committee  a  copy  of  the  letter  addressed  to  him  by  Hon. 
£.  Whittlesey,  late  Comptroller,  giving  his  reasons  for  withholding 
his  approval  of  a  requisition  drawn  by  General  Cullom,  late  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  for  $50,000. 

"Also,  that  the  Hon.  William  Medill,  present  Comptroller  of  the 
Treasury,  be  requested  to  furnish  this  committee  with  a  copy  of  said 
requisition,  and  of  all  the  said  correspondence  between  the  late  Comp- 
troller and  late  Clerk  in  relation  to  the  payment  of  any  other  requisition 
drawn  by  said  Clerk,  disapproved  by  Mr.  Whittlesey,  late  Comp- 
troller. 

"And  also  copies  of  all  the  official  correspondence  between  the  late 
Clerk  and  the  Secretary  and  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury. 

"  I  remain,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant,  ^ 

"HORACE  MAYNARD, 

^'  Chairman. 

"Hon.  HowBLL  Cobb, 

"  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. ' ' 


A.  No.  1.  Letter  (March  21, 1857)  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late  Comp- 

troUer,  to  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  giving  his  reasons  for 
withholding  his  approval  of  a  requisition  drawn  by  General 
Cullom,  late  Clerk  House  of  Representatives,  for  $50,000. 

Note.— The  requisition  is  not  on  file  in  this  office,  nor  in  the 
department,  and  therefore  a  copy  of  it  cannot  be  furnished.  It 
is  believed  that  it  was  returned  to  the  messenger  who  brought  it. 

B.  No.  1.  Letter   (September  2,  1856)  of  Hon.   E.    Whittlesey    late 

Comptroller,  to  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  enclosing  letter  of 
September  1,  1856,  giving  his  reasons  for  withholding  his 
approval  of  a  requisition  drawn  by  General  Cullom,  late  l^lerk, 
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for  $10,000,  to  pay  additional  compensation  to  the  employes  of 
the  House,  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  August  15, 
1856. 

Note. — See  copy  of  requisition  marked  B,  No.  12. 

B.  No.  2.  Letter  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  of  September  6,  1856,  to 
William  Cullom,  late  Clerk,  requesting  copies  of  resolutions 
of  the  House  of  August  15,  16,  and  18,  1856. 

B.  No.  3.  Letter  (September  8,  1856)  of  W.  P.  Ingram,  chief  clerk, 
inclosing  said  resolutions,  and  giving  additional  names  of 
persons  entitled  to  extra  compensation. 

B.  No.  4.  Letter  (September  12,  1856)  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late 
Comptroller,  to  Secretary  of  Treasury,  asking  information  as 
to  whom  shall  be  paid  under  resolution  of  the  House  of  August 
15,  1856,  &c. 

NoTB. — Endorsement  by  Secretary  directing  the  payment  of 
those  employes  of  the  House  who  do  not  receive  salaries  fixed 
by  law. 

B.  No.  5.  Letter  (September  12,  1856)  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late 
Comptroller,  to  General  Cullom,  late  Clerk,  informing  him  of 
said  decision  of  the  Secretary,  and  transmitting  a  list  of  em- 
ployes of  the  House  entitled  to  extra  compensation,  with  the 
request  that  he  would  certify  that  none  of  them  received  a 
salary. 

B.  No.  6.  Letter  (September  12,  1856)  of  W.  P.  Ingram,  chief  clerk, 
declining  to  give  said  certificate,  and  adding  the  names  of  other 
employes  to  the  list. 

B.  No.  7.  Letter  (September  15,  1856)  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late 
Comptroller,  to  W.  P.  Ingram,  chief  clerk,  enclosing  list  of 
employes  of  the  House  entitled  to  extra  compensation,  with  the 
request  that  he  would  designate  those  on  the  list  in  receipt  of 
salaries  ;  the  amount  of  scilaries  allowed  each  by  law  ;  and  the 
acts,  joint  resolutions,  or  resolutions  of  the  House  under  which 
said  oflScers  or  employes  were  appointed. 

B.  No.  8.  Letter  (September  16,  1856)  of  W.  P.  Ingram,  chief  clerk, 
to  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late  Comptroller,  returning  said  list, 
with  a  designation  of  those  thereon  who  receive  a  salary  ;  re- 
ferring the  Comptroller- to  the  estimates  of  the  Secretary  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1857,  as  to  the  amount  of  salary 
allowed  by  law  to  each  ;  and  making  explanations  in  reference 
to  the  capitol  police. 

Note. — The  list  is  hereto  attached. 
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B.  No.  17.  Letter  (October  1,  1856)  qf  W.  P.  Ingram,  late  chief 
clerk  tojthe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  reply  to  the  statement 
contained  in  the  First  Comptroller's  letter  of  September  27, 
1856,  (marked  B.  No.  15,)  to  the  effect  that  the  Secretary  had 
not  given  instructions  to  advance  any  part  of  General  CuUom's 
requisition  for  $10,000,  and  that  no  part  of  the  draft  remitted 
to  him  could  be  legally  applied  to  the  payment  of  any  part  of 
that  requisition  ;  and  giving  his  reasons  why  said  requisition 
should  TO  paid, 

B.  No.  18.  Letter  (October  10, 1856)  of  William  P.  Ingam,  late  chief 
clerk  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  requesting  his  decision  in 
reference  to  General  CuUom's  requisition  for  $10,000. 

B.  No.  19.  Letter  (October  15, 1856)  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late  Comp- 
troller, to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  reviewing  his  decision 
(B.  No.  1)  in  reference  to  General  CuUom's  requisition  for 
$10,000 ;  and  in  reply  to  Mr.  Ingram's  argument,  (marked 
B.  No.  17.) 

B.  No.  20.  Letter  (December  29,  1856)  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late 
Comptroller,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmitting  cer- 
tain papers,  (marked  B  No.  1,  B  No.  17,  and  B  No  19,)  in 
answer  to  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  December  24,  1856, 
upon  the  Secretary^ 

B,  No.  21.  Letter  (January  30,  1867)  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late 
Comptroller,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  answer  to  in- 
quiry made  of  the  Secretary,  by  Hon,  L.  D.  Campbell,  chairman 
of  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  dated  January  12,  1857,  to 
state  under  what  authority  the  payments  of  extra  compensa- 
tion to  the  employes  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  the 
29th,  30th,  31st  and  34th  Congresses  were  made. 

B.  No.  22.  Letter  (July  26, 1856)  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late  Comp- 
troller, to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  reply  to  a  letter  of 
General  CuUom  of  7th  instant,  with  a  requisition  for  $500  to 
pay  Messrs.  Gilbertand  Spicer  under  House  resolution  of  A  ugust 
3, 1854. 

Note. — Copies  of  requisition,  certificates,  and  statements  of 
General  CuUom,  T.  L.  Smith,  First  Auditor  ;Elisha  Whittlesey, 
late  Comptroller ;  W.  P.  Ingram,  late  chief  clerk ;  A.  B.  Claxton, 
and  note  of  Comptroller,  are  hereto  attached. 

B.  No,  23.  Letter  (April  29, 1857)  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late  Comp- 
troller, to  W.  P.  Ingram,  late  chief  clerk,  informing  him  that 
Mr.  CuUom's  requisition  for  $500  of  July  7,  1856,  to  pay 
Messrs.  Gilbert  and  Spicer,  has  been  presented  to  him,  but 
that  no  payment  can  be  made  on  requisitions  of  this  character, 
unless  accompanied  with  the  certificate  of  the  clerk,  that  it  is 
to  pay  the  usual  extra  compensation,  and  that  the  persons 
embraced  in  it  have  not  received  the  benefits  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion of  July  20,  1854. 
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B.  No.  24.  Letter  (May  30,  1857)  of  Hon.  W.  Medill,  Comptroller, 
to  Greneral  Cullom,  late  clerk,  informing  him  of  his  decision 
in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Gilbert  and  Spicer,  and  that  a  requisition 
for  their  pro  rata  proportion  of  the  extra  compensation  will  be 
paid. 

Note. — Copy  of  decision  hereto  attached. 

B.  No.  25.  Letter  (October  30, 1857)  of  Hon.  W.  Medill,  Comptroller, 
to  General  Cullom,  late  Clerk,  enclosing  a  copy  of  a  letter  ad- 
dressed by  said  Comptroller,  to  Edward^ E.  Gilbert,  esq.,  on 
the  subject  of  his  claim  for  extra  compensation,  and  in  answer 
to  his  letter  of  July  13,  1857. 

Note. — Copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Gilbert,  hereto  attached. 

B.  No.  26.  Letter  (August  20, 1857)  of  Hon.  W.  Medill,  Comptroller, 
to  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  enclosing  letter  to  General  dul- 
lom,  late  Clerk,  and  his  decision  on  the  case,  of  Charles  H. 
Upton,  messenger  in  the  House  post  office,  who  claimed  extra 
compensation  under  resolution  of  House  of  August  15,  1856, 
and  increase  of  salary  under  House  resolution  of  August  16, 
1856. 

Note. — The  letter  to  General  Cullom,  (dated  August  lU 
1856,)  and  also  said  decision  (of  same  date)  are  hereto  attached* 

B.  No.  27.  Letter  (July  3,  ]85T)  of  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of 

the  Treasury,  to  Hon.  W.  Medill,  Comptroller,  transmitting 
for  his  information  a  copy  of  his  letter  (June  30, 1857,)  to  Hon. 
T.  L.  Smith,  First  Auditor,  giving  his  decision  upon  certain 
accounts  allowed  by  the  Committee  of  Accounts  of  the  House, 
and  paid  by  General  Cullom,  late  Clerk. 

.  Note.— The  letter  (June  30,  1857)  to  Hon.  T.  L.  Smith,  is 
hereto  attached. 

C.  No.  1.  Letter  (March  28,  1857)  of  Hon.  Wm.  Cullom,  late  Clerk, 

to  Hon  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  making  a 
requisition  for  $32,850  under  act  to  supply  deficiencies  for  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1857,  to  indemnify  the  clerk  for  sums 
expended  for  books  under  House  resolution  of  July  7,  18^6, 
and  to  enable  him  to  purchase  books  for  such  members  as  have 
not  received  the  same;  also  enclosing  the  receipt  of  Messrs. 
Gales  &  Seaton  to  said  Clerk  for  said  amount. 

Note. — Endorsement  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late  Comptrol- 
ler, that  the  amount  be  advanced  for  the  purposes  indicated, 
and  referring  to  his  letter  to  Messrs.  Gales  &  Seaton,  (March 
30, 1857,)  and  their  reply,  (March  31, 1857.)  (For  these  letters 
see  C  No.  3.)  The  receipt  and  endorsement  are  hereto  attached. 


! 
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C.  No.  2.  Letter  rjune  9,  1857)  of  Hon.  W.  Medill,  Comptroller,  to 
Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  giving  nis  decision 
as  to  advances  to  be  made  to  General  Cullom,  late  clerk,  for 
the  purchase  of  books  for  members  under  the  act  above  set 
forth. 

C.  No.  3.  Letter  (June  11,  1857)  of  J.  M.  Ramsey,  esq.,  chief  clerk, 
First  Comptroller's  office,  to  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  in  answer  to  an  inquiry  of  the  Secretary,  whether 
any  part  of  the  appropriation  of  $138,000  in  the  deficiency  act 
of  March  3,  1857,  to  indemnify  the  Clerk  for  books  purchased, 
and  to  enable  him  to  purchase  others,  had  been  drawn  from 
the  treasury,  giving  a  statement  of  the  facts  in  reference  to  the 
advance  of  $32,850,  and  enclosing  the  late  Comptroller's  letter 
(March  30,  1857)  to  Messrs.  Gales  &  Seaton;  their  reply, 
(March  31,  1857,)  and  their  receipt. 

Note. — The  Comptroller's  letter,  Messrs.  Gales  &  Seaton's 
reply,  and  their  receipt  are  hereto  attached. 

C.  No.  4.  Letter  (June  13,  1857)  of  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  to  Hon.  W.  Medill,  Comptroller,  giving  his  de- 
cision in  reference  to  the  purchase  of  books  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1857. 

C.  No.  5.  Letter  (June  16, 1857)  of  Hon.  W.  Medill,  Comptroller,  to 
Gen.  Cullom,  late  Clerk,  transmitting  to  him  said  decision  of 
the  Secretary,  (marked  C  No.  4.) 

C.  No.  6.  Letter  (July  7,  1857)  of  Hon.  W.  Medill,  Comptroller,  to 
Gen.  Cullom,  late  Clerk,  giving  his  reasons  for  declining  to 
pay  his  requisition  of  the  6th  instant,  for  $20,000  as  an  advance 
out  of  the  book  appropriation  of  $138,000,  under  the  act  of 
March  3,  1857. 

Note. — The  requisition  was  returned  to  the  Clerk,  and  con- 
sequently no  copy  of  it  can  be  furnished  by  this  office. 

C.  No.  7.  Letter  (August  10,  1857)  of  William  Cullom,  esq.,  late 
Clerk,  to  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  calling 
his  attention  to  the  fact,  that  in  the  settlement  of  his  account, 
he  was  not  indemnified  for  three  sets  of  books  purchased  under 
the  resolution  of  the  House  of  July  7,  1856,  but  not  delivered. 

C.  No.  8.  Letter  (August  17,  1857)  of  Hon.  W.  Medill,  Comptroller, 
to  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  reply  to 
said  letter  of  General  Cullom,  fc.  No.  7,)  and  giving  his  reasons 
for  refusing  to  pay  for  said  booKs. 

C.  No,  9.  Letter  (September  12,  1857)  of  Hon.  W.'  Medill,  Comp- 
troUer,  to  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
making  a  statement  for  the  Secretary's  consideration  in  regard 
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to  General  Cullom's  requisition  of  the  lOth  instant,  for  an 
gjyance  of  ^20,304  out  of  the  book  appropriation  under  defi- 
cieoey  act  of  March  3, 1857,  and  returning  requisition  and  list 
Q[l)Ooka  to  "be  furnished. 

TiJorrB. — Endorsement  on  requisition:  that,  in  view  of  all  the 

Q\xcum8tance8    and  the  views  of  the  Secretary,  he  advises  the 

il^vance,  Mxxt  with  the  understanding  that  the  Clerk  is  to  em- 

\)tace  in  tlie   seventy-two  sets  estimated  for  the  three  sets  of 

\yook8  wbicli  he  has  on  hand.     For  list  of  books  see  C  No.  13. 

C  No.  10.  Letter  (September  14,  1857,)  of  Hon.  W.  Medill,  Oomp- 
troWer,  to  Hon.  William  CuUom,  advising  him  that  the  Secre- 
tary has  directed  the  advance  of  his  requisition  of  the  10th 
inBtant  for  $20,304,  and  embodying  in  the  letter  his  endorse- 
ment on  the  requisition. 

C  No.  11.  Endorsement  by  Hon.  William  Medill,  Comptroller,  (No- 
vember 4,  1857,)  on  requisition  of  General  CuUom,  late  Clerk, 
of  November  2,  1857,  for  $5,076,  as  an  advance  under  book 
appropriation  of  March  3,  1857,  to  the  effect  that  he  sees  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  paid,  and  submitting  the  question 
for  the  Secretary's  direction. 

C  No.  12.  Copy  of  General  Cullom's  requisition  (dated  December  1,. 
1857,)  for  $5,176,  to  enable  him  to  furnish  books  to  members. 
under  the  deficiency  act  of  March  3,  1857.  Also,  endorsement 
(December  2,  1857,)  of  the  Comptroller  on  said  requisition,, 
submitting  the  question  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
whether,  as  the  bond  of  the  Clerk  is  only  in  the  sum  of  $20,000^ 
this  advance  should  be  made  to  him  without  some  evidence 
that  the  others  had  been  properly  expended.  Also,  an  adden- 
dum (December  7,  1857,)  by  said  Comptroller,  stating  that 
General  CuUom  had  called,  very  near  the  close  of  oflBice  hours, 
on  the  6th  instant,  and  filed  the  receipts  of  Messrs.  Taylor  & 
Maury  and  Joseph  Shillington  for  $17,981  50,  making  the 
aggregate  of  receipts  filed  $50,831  50,  and  calling  attention 
to  the  probability  of  the  election  of  a  Clerk  that  day  by  the 
House. 


Note. — ^For  copies  of  receipt48  see  C  No.  14. 


C  No.  13.  List  of  libraries  furnished  by  members  of  the  34th  Con- 
gress, to  be  furnished  with  certain  books  named  in  the  act  of 
3d  March,  1857. 

C  No.  14.  Copies  of  receipts  of  Messrs.  Taylor  &  Maury,  Joseph 
Shillington,  and  Gales  &  Seaton,  for  books  purchased  by 
(Jeneral  CuUom,  late  Clerk,  under  deficiency  act  of  March 
3,  1857. 

H.  Rep.  Com,  188 2 
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D  No.  1.  Letter  (July  10,  1857,)  of  Hon.  William  Medill,  Comptrol- 
ler, to  General  CuUom,  late  Clerk,  returning  his  requisition  of 
the  9th  instant  for  $25,880  40,  on  account  of  purchase  of  books, 
and  informing  him  that  his  account  has  been  referred  to  the 
First  Auditor  for  appropriate  action. 

D  No.  2.  Copy  of  account  of  H.  Tyler,  certified  to  by  William  Cul- 
lom,  Clerk,  of  books  purchased  by  him  of  said  Tyler,  and 
delivered  to  certain  members,  under  the  resolution  of  the  House 
of  July  7,  1856,  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  March  3, 
1857. 

Note. — See  D  No.  4,  as  to  the  payment  from  the  treasury 
upon  account  of  part  of  said  books  purchased,  &c. 

D  No.  3.  List  of  vouchers,  beinff  the  receipts  of  twenty-one  members 
and  delegates  of  the  34th  Congress  for  books  purchased  and 
delivered  to  them  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  July  7, 
1856,  and  the  act  of  March  3,  1857. 

NoTB. — The  receipts  are  hereto  attached. 

D  No.  4.  Statement  of  First  Auditor,  No.  128,300,  as  revised  by  the 
First  Comptroller,  paying  Wm.  Cullom,  Clerk,  for  21  sets  of 
books,  delivered  to  that  number  of  members  and  delegates  of 
the  34th  Congress,  as  per  list  of  vouchers  heretofore  cited. 

D  No.  5.  Report  of  First  Auditor,  as  revised  by  the  Comptroller, 
based  upon  said  statement. 

D  No.  6.  One  set  of  books  delivered  to  Hon.  W.  H.  Sneed,  as  per 
list,  attached  to  which  is  the  account  of  Hon.  Wm.  Cullom, 
Clerk,  certified  as  delivered,  and  report  of  First  Auditor,  No. 
129,424,  finding  due  thereon  to  Mr.  Cullom  $1,101  75,  which 
account  has  not  yet  been  certified  by  the  Comptroller,  for  the 
reason  assigned  in  a  note  appended  to  the  list  of  books,  signed 
by  the  proper  clerk,  to  whom  it  was  referred,  under  date  of 
December  6,  1857. 

D  No.  7.  Copy  of  caveat  filed  July  13,  1857,  in  the  oflSce  of  the  First 
Auditor,  by  B.  Mayo,  against  any  precipitate  action  in  the  set- 
tlement of  the  account  of  Wm.  Cullom,  Clerk,  (marked  D  No. 
2,)  denouncing  it  to  be  a  fraudulent  account;  asking  that  he 
may  be  permitted  to  make  proof  of  the  statement,  and  giving 
a  list  of  witnesses  to  be  examined. 

D  No.  8.  Letter  (July  14, 1857,)  of  Hon.  T.  L.  Smith,  First  Auditor, 
to  Hon.  Wm.  Medill^  Comptroller,  acknowledging  the  receipt 
of  Comptroller's  letter  of  the  10th  instant,  enclosing  an  opinion 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  reference  to  the  fourth  para- 
graph, under  the  head  of  appropriations  for  contingent  expenses 
of  the  House,  contained  in  the  deficiency  act  approved  March 
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3,  1857  ;  also  a  copy  of  Comptroller's  letter  of  the  Tth  instant 
to  the  Clerk  ;  and  also  an  acxjount  of  Hugh  Tyler,  (D  No.  2,) 
giving  his  views  upon  said  account/ and  returning  it  to  the 
Comptroller, 

D  No.  9.  Letter  (July  16,  1857,)  of  Hon.  W.  Medill,  Comptroller,  to 
Hon.  T.  L.  Snfith,  First  Auditor,  advising  him  that  the  account 
of  General  CuUom  (D  No,  2^  had  been  referred  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  ;  that  ne  would  communicate  with  him 
directly  on  the  subject,  and  returning  said  account. 

D  No.  10.  Letter  (July  16, 1857,)  of  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  to  Hon.  T.  L.  Smith,  First  Auditor,  giving  his 
decision  that  the  section  of  the  deficiency  act  of  March  3,  1857, 
appropriating  money  to  indemnify  the  Clerk  for  books  purchased 
under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  July  7,  1856,  does  not 
add  the  amount  appropriated  to  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House,  and  that  the  accounting  officers  are  authorized  to  settle 
the  accounts  of  the  Clerk  in  this  particular,  with  the  previous 
action  of  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  upon  satisfactory  evidence 
of  their  correctness,  in  compliance  with  his  directions  to  the 
Comptroller.— (C  No.  4.) 

D  No.  11.  Letter  (July  16, 1857,)  of  Hon.  T.  L.  Smith,  First  Auditor, 
to  B.  Mayo,  esq.,  acknowledging  receipt  of  his  caveat ^  and 
requesting  him  to  furnish,  with  the  least  possible  delay,  the 
testimony,  in  writing,  under  oath,  of  the  parties  by  whom  he 
expected  to  prove  his  charges. 

DNo.  12.  Copy  of  the  affidavit  of  Robert  Mayo,  esq.,  in  reference 
to  the  charges  against  General  CuUom,  Clerk,  filed  July  16, 
1857. 

D  No.  13.  Supplementary  affidavit  of  Robert  Mayo,  esq.,  in  reference 
to  said  charges,  (July  17, 1857.) 

D  No.  14.  Letter  (July  21,  1857,)  of  General  CuUom,  Clerk,  to  Hon. 
Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  stating  that  he  had 
just  learned,  unofficially,  of  the  eflforts  to  prevent  the  settle- 
ment of  his  account ;  protesting  against  the  delay  in  its  settle- 
ment, and  asking  that  the  Auditor  be  instructed  to  audit  and 
settle  the  said  account. 

D  No.  15.  Letter  (July  21, 1857,)  of  Hon.  T,  L.  Smith,  First  Auditor, 
to  R.  Mayo,  esq.,  calling  his  attention  tp  his  letter  of  the  16th 
instant,  to  which  no  reply  had  been  received,  and  that  unless 
he  furnished  proof  of  his  charges  by  Thursday  next  he  would 
take  up  and  audit  said  account. 

D  No.  16.  Letter  (July  21,  1857,)  of  R.  Mayo,  esq.,  to  Hon.  T.  L. 
Smith,  First  Auditor,  enclosing  a  written  statement  of  Jolan  C 
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Eives,  esq.,  and  suggesting  the  propriety  of  calling  upon  said 
Bives,  and  others  whose  names  are  given,  for  their  testimony 
in  reference  to  said  account  of  General  CuUom  and  the  charges 
made  against  it. 

Note. — The  statement  of  Mr.  Eives  is  hereto  attached. 

D  No.  17.  Letter  (July  29, 1857,)  of  William  Ciillom,  Clerk,  together 
with  a  postscript,  verified  by  his  aflSdavit,  to  Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  reference  to  the  charges  preferred 
against  him  by  B.  Mayo,  esq.,  and  giving  a  statement  of  his 
purchase  of  the  books  mentioned  in  his  said  account,  and 
enclosing  certificates  of  John  Bailey  and  Daniel  Buck,  assistant 
.    Clerks,  which  are  attached  hereto. 

D  No.  18.  Letter  (July  31,  1857,)  of  B.  Mayo,  esq.,  to  Hon.  W. 
Medill,  Comptroller,  enclosing  to  him  a  copy  of  his  petition  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  which  allusion  is  made 
to  two  communications  to  the  Auditor  of  the  24th,  and  the 
communications  given. 

Note. — The  letter  to  the  President  embodying  said  commu- 
nications is  hereto  attached. 

D  No.  19.  Letter  (July  31,  1857,)  of  Hon.  William  CuUom,  Clerk, 
to  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  stating  that 
in  his  communication  of  the  29th  instant  he  omitted  to  state 
that  the  books  set  forth  in  the  communication  of  Messrs.  Bives 
and  Mayo  could  be  furnished  in  any  reasonable  quantity  by  the 
booksellers  of  the  city  ;  enclosing  a  letter  from  Joseph  Shil- 
lington,  esq.,  proposing  to  furnish  said  books,  (which  is  hereto 
attached  ;)  and  asking  how  much  longer  he  is  to  be  delayed  in 
the  settlement  of  his  said  account. 

D  No.  20.  Affidavit  of  J.  W.  Allen,  (August  3,  1857,)  in  answer  to 
note  of  Hon.  T.  L.  Smith,  (August  1,)  enclosing  a  copy  of  B. 
Mayo's  letter  to  him  and  Hugh  Tyler's  account. 

D  No.  21.  Letter  (August  3,  1857,)  of  John  C.  Bives,  esq.,  to  Hon. 
T,  L.  Smith,  First  Auditor,  in  reply  to  note  of  said  Auditor, 
(August  1,  1857,)  accompanied  by  a  copy  of  B.  Mayo's  caveat 
and  an  account  of  H.  Tyler,  in  reference  to  the  charges  against 
General  CuUom,  Clerk. 

D  No.  22.  Affidavit  of  Edward  Deeble,  (August  3,  1857,)  in  answer 
to  note  of  the  First  Auditor,  (August  1,  18570  ^^  reference  to 
B.  Mayo's  charges  against  the  account  of  General  Cullom, 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives. 

D  No.  23.  Affidavit  of  John  Tretler,  (August  4, 1857,)  in  reference  t  o 
said  charges. 
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D  No.  24.  Affidavit  of  W.  W.  Moore,  (Aagust  4, 1857,)  accompanied 
with  a  written  statement  (dated  March  7,  1857)  in  reference  to 
the  charges  aforesaid. 

D  No.  25.  Letter  (August  4,  1857,)  of  N.  fiargent  to  First  Auditor, 
in  reference  to  the  charges  aforesaid. 

D  No.  26.  Affidavit  of  Hudson  Taylor,  of  the  firm  of  Taylor  & 
Maury,  (August  5, 1857,)  in  reference  to  the  charges  aforesaid. 

D  No.  27.  Affidavit  of  H.  Tyler,  (August  4, 1857,)  accompanied  with 
a  copy  of  his  account,  in  reference  to  the  charges  aforesaid. 

D  No.  28.  Letter  of  H.  Tyler,  (August  5, 1857,)  making  correction  in 
the  language  used  in  his  affidavit  of  the  4th  instant. 

D  No.  29.  Certificate  of  First  Auditor,  (August  6,  1857,)  that  rates 
charged  for  hooks  in  General  Cullom's  account  (marked  D  No. 
2)  do  not  exceed  the  prices  heretofore  paid  for  the  same. 

D  No.  30.  Letter  of  R.  Mayo  (August  8,  1857,)  to  Hon.  W.  Medill, 
First  Comptroller,  and  Hon.  T.  L.  Smith,  First  Auditor,  ask- 
ing that  further  time  he  given  for  the  production  of  evidence 
in  the  matter  of  the  book  account  of  Gheneral  Cullom,  Clerk. 
(D  No.  2.) 

Note. — Endorsement  on  said  letter  by  the  proper  clerk  in 
the  Comptroller's  office,  to  the  efiect  that  the  account  of  General 
Cullom  for  books  (No.  128,300)  had  been  certified  by  the  Comp- 
troller before  the  reception  of  said  letter. 

D  No.  31.  Statement  of  moneys  advanced  and  payment  made  to  Hon. 
William  Cullom,  late  Clerk,  on  account  of  books  furnished  to 
members  under  House  lesolution  of  July  7,  1856,  and  act  of 
March  3,  1857. 
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E  No.  1.  Letter  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey  (May  30,  1856,)  to  Mr. 
Cullom,  requesting  certain  papers  m  the  case  of  (ilover  & 
Mather. 

E  No.  1^.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (July  10, 1856,)  transmitting  list 
of  balances  of  appropriations  made  prior  to  July  1,  1854, 
which,  by  act  of  August  31,  1852,  appear  liable  to  be  carried 
to  the  surplus  fund.     Bequests  his  consideration  thereof. 

E  No.  2.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (July  24,  1856,)  advising  him  of 
the  adjustment  at  the  treasury  of  his  accounts  for  salaries  of 
draughtsmen  and  clerks,  and  maps,  and  for  salaries  of  Capitol 
police,  from  December  1,  1855,  to  June  30,  1856. 
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E  No.  3.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (July  25,  1856,)  advising  him  of 
the  adjastment  of  his  accounts  for  salaries  of  clerks  of  com- 
mittees of  the  House  of  Representatives  from  February  6  to 
June  30,  1856,  and  salaries  of  clerks  in  his  o£Sce  from  Decem- 
ber 1,  1855,  to  June  30,  1856. 

E  No.  4.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (August  1,  1856,)  advising  him  of 
the  adjustment  of  the  following  accounts :  For  laborers  em- 
ployed in  the  House  of  Representatives  from  February  6  to 
June  30,  1856 ;  for  saddle-horses  for  same  period ;  for  fuel, 
oil,  and  candles,  for  the  use  of  the  House  of  Representatives ; 
for  Annals  of  Congress  for  143  members  of  thirty- second 
Congress  ;  and  for  engraving  and  lithographing  for  the  House 
of  Representatives  from  February  6  to  June  30,  1856. 

E  No.  5.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (August  1,  1856,)  advising  him  of 
the  adjustment  of  the  following  accounts  :  For  newspapers  for 
members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  from  February  6  to 
June  30,  1856 ;  for  horses  and  mail  carriages  for  use  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  for  same  period ;  and  for  furniture 
and  repairs  for  same  period. 

E  No.  6.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (August  4,  1856,)  advising  him 
of  the  adjustment  of  the  following  accounts  :  For  Statutes  at 
Large  for  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  per  resolu- 
tion of  February  2, 1856  ;  for  Annals  of  Congress  for  the  library 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  ;  for  books  for  members  from 
Virginia,  Kentucky,  Nebraska,  and  Kansas  ;  for  reporting  and 

Sublishing  in  the  Daily  Globe  the  proceedings  of  the  House  of 
^presentatives,  first  session  of  the  thirty-fourth  Congress  ;  for 
stationery  for  the  House  of  Representatives  ;  all  covering  the 
period  from  February  6  to  June  30,  1856. 

E  No.  7.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (August  5,  1866,)  advising  him  of 
the  adjustment  of  the  following  accounts :  For  folding  docu- 
ments ;  for  books  voted  to  the  members  of  the  thirty-third 
Congress  ;  for  twenty- four  copies  of  the  Congressional  Globe  ; 
for  binding  192  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and 
Appendix  ;  for  reporting  the  proceedings  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  second  session  of  the  thirty-second  Congress  ; 
for  messengers  employed  in  the  House  of  Representatives  ;  for 
compensation  of  messengers  in  charge  of  the  hall  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  ;  for  compensation  of  pages  employed  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  ;  and  for  compensation  of  two  messen- 
gers in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives ; 
all  covering  the  period  from  February  6  to  June  30,  1856. 

E  No.  8.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (August  6,  1856,)  advising  him  of 
the  adjustment  of  his  account  for  binding  documents  for  the 
House  of  Representatives  from  February  6  to  June  30,  1856. 
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E  No.  9.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (August  13,  1856,)  advisinc;  him 
of  the  adjustment  of  his  account  for  miscellaneous  items  tor  the 
House  of  Representatives  from  February  6  to  June  30,  1856. 

E  No.  10.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (August  14,  1856,)  advising  him 
of  the  adjustment  of  his  account  for  books  for  members  of  the 
thirty-second  Congress  from  February  6  to  June  30,  1856. 

E  No.  11.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (August  26,  1856,)  asking  what 
action  of  his  is  desired  in  relation  to  a  receipt  or  order  of  Mr. 
Bennett,  late  contesting  delegate  from  Nebraska,  presented  by 
Mr.  Sweeny,  of  the  banking-house  of  Sweeny,  Rittenhouse, 
Fant  &  Co. 

E  No.  12.  Letter  of  Mr.  Ingram,  chief  clerk.  Clerk's  office.  House  of 
Representatives,  (August  26,  1856,)  in  reply  to  the  foregoing, 
(E  No.  11.) 

E  No.  13.  Letter  of  same  to  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  (September  5, 1856,) 
expressing  a  willingness  to  pay  the  claim  of  Mr.  Bennett, 
provided  he  was  safe  in  so  doing. 

E  No.  14  Letter  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey  to  Mr.  Ingram,  (September 
6,  1856,)  in  reply  to  the  foregoing,  (E  No.  13.) 

E  No.  15.  Letter  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey  to  William  Cullom,  (Sep- 
tember 10,  1856,)  transmitting  a  statement  of  the  facts  in  the 
case  of  John  B.  Holman,  deceased,  late  secretary  of  legation  at 
Santiago,  to  be  filed  with  the  papers  and  report  in  the  Court  of 
Claims. 

E  No.  16.  Letter  of  Mr.  Ingram,  chief  clerk.  Clerk's  office,  House  of 
Representatives,  in  reply  to  the  foregoing,  (E  No.  15,)  dated 
September  11,  1856. 

E  No.  17.  Letter  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey  to  Mr.  Cullom,  asking  for 
any  papers  that  may  be  on  file  in  relation  to  the  claim  of 
Carmick  &  Ramsey,  (September  27,  1856.) 

E  No.  18.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (October  2,  1856,)  asking  to  be 
informed  whether  or  not  Hon.  J.  Patton  Anderson,  delegate 
from  Washington  Territory,  is  still  in  Washington  city. 

E  No.  19.  Letter  of  Mr.  Ingram,  (October  3,  1856,)  in  reply  to  the 
foregoing,  (E  No.  18.) 

ENo.  20.  Letter  of  Hon  E.  Whittlesey  to  Mr.  Cullom,  (October  14, 
1866,)  asking  to  be  furnished  with  the  materials  on  which  was 
based  the  appropriation  of  $11,595,  in  connexion  with  reci- 
procity treaty,  (Sess.  Laws,  1st  sess.  34th  Cong.,  p.  29,)  and 
that  for  allowance  of  $4  per  day  for  subsistence  (p.  91,  same.) 
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E  No.  21.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (December  6,  1856,)  stating  that 
the  bill  of  Messrs.  Bpwno  &  Hasbrouck,  for  transferring  and 
printing  Coast  Sarvey  maps,  has  been  examined,  and  will  be 
allowed  in  the  settlement  of  his  account. 

E   No.  22.  [Enclosed  for  information.]     Letter  of  Hon.  E.  Whittle- 
sey to  Hon.  George  S.  Houston,  in  relation  to  accounts  of  Mr. 
CuUom,  (December  29,  1856.) 

E  No.  23.  Letter  of  Hon.  E.  Whittlesey  to  Mr.  Cullom,  (December 
29,  1856,)  inviting  his  attention  to  the  2d  section  act  January- 
Si,  1823,  entitled  ^^An  act  concerning  the  disbursement  of  the^ 
public  money." 

E  No.  24.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (February  14, 185T,)  advising  him 
of  the  adjustment  of  his  account  for  folding  documents  for  the 
House  of  Representatives,  from  July  1,  to  December  31,  1856. 

E  No.  25.  Letter  of  same  to  same,  (February  16, 1857,)  advising  him 
of  the  adjustment  of  the  following  accounts  :  For  engraving  and 
lithographing  for  House  of  Representatives  ;  for  binding  docu- 
ments for  the  House  of  Representatives  ;  and  for  compensation 
of  pages  and  mail  boys  in  the  House  of  Representatives ;  all 
covering  the  period  from  July  1,  to  December  31,  1856. 

E  No.  26.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (February  17,  1857,)  advising 
him  of  the  adjustment  of  the  following  accounts  :  For  furniture 
and  repairs  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ;  for  Statutes  at 
Large  for  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ;  for  entire 
compensation  to  clerks,  &c.,  of  Kansas  investigating  committee  ; 
for  binding  24  copies  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix  for 
each  member  and  delegate  ;  for  books  for  new  members  from 
Virginia^  Kentucky,  and  New  York,  and  delegates  from  Kansas 
and  Nebraska  ;  for  fuel,  oil,  and  candles  for  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives ;  for  furniture  for  committee  rooms  in  the  south 
wing  of  the  extension  of  the  Capitol ;  for  compensation  of  21 
messengers  in  the  House  of  Representatives  ;  and  for  24  copies 
Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix  for  each  member  and  dele- 
gate, 1st  session  34th  Congress  ;  all  covering  the  period  from 
July  1,  to  December  31,  1856. 

E  No.  27.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (February  18,  1857,)  advising 
him  of  the  adjustment  of  the  following  accounts :  For  Annals 
of  Congress  for  library  House  of  Representatives  ;  for  compen- 
sation of  laborers  in  the  House  of  Representatives  ;  for  books 
voted  for  members  of  the  33d  Congress  ;  for  Annals  of  Congress 
for  143  members  of  the  82d  Congress  ;  for  horses  and  carriages 
for  use  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ;  and  for  miscellaneous 
items  in  House  of  Representatives  ;  all  covering  the  period  from 
July  1,  to  December  31,  1856. 
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repairs ;  for  entire  compensation  to  the  clerks,  Sergeant-at- 
arms,  &c.,  of  the  Kansas  investigating  committee ;  for  furni- 
ture for  committee  rooms  in  the  south  wing  of  the  extension  of 
the  Capitol ;  and  for  folding  documents  for  members  of  the 
House  of  Representative;  all  covering  the  period  from  January  1 
to  March  31,  1857. 

E  No.  38.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (April  29,  185T,)  advising  him 
of  the  adjustment  of  the  following  accounts :  For  100  copies  of 
Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix ;  for  binding  24  copies  of^ 
Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix  for  each  member  and  dele- 
gate of  the  1st  session  34th  Congress  ;  for  engraving  and 
lithographing  for  the  House  of  Representatives  ;  for  additional 
compensation  of  John  C.  Rives  for  Conffressional  Globe  and 
Appendix  ;  for  reporting  and  publishing  the  proceedings  of  the 
34th  Congress  ;  for  compensation  of  pages  and  mail  boys  ;  and 
for  compensation  of  laborers  employed  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives ;  all  covering  the  period  from  January  1  to  March  31, 
1857. 

E  No.  39  Letter  from  Hon.  W.  Medill  to  William  CuUom,  (May  11, 
1857,)  advising  him  of  the  adjustment  of  his  account  for  quarter 
ending  March  31,  1857,  for  newspapers  for  members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

E  No.  40.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (May  27, 1857,)  advising  him  of 
the  adjustment  of  his  account  for  additional  compensation  to 
employes  of  House  of  Representatives  under  resolution  of  the 
House  of  August  15,  1856,  and  2d  section  act  March  3,  1857, 
for  supplying  deficiencies  in  the  appropriations  for  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1857. 

E  No.  41.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (May  29, 1857,)  advising  him  of 
the  adjustment  of  his  account  for  quarter  ending  March  31, 
1857,  for  stationery  for  members  of  House  of  Representatives. 

E  No.  42.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (June  19, 1857,)  making  inquiry 
as  to  the  propriety  of  bringing  certain  balances  on  the  books  of 
the  treasury  under  the  operation  of  the  surplus  fund  act. 

E  No.  43.  Letter  from  William  Cullom  to  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  (July  3,  1857,)  referred  to  office  of 
Comptroller  July  6,  1857,  submitting  the  matter  of  payment 
of  burial  and  transportation  expenses  of  remains  of  the  late 
Hon.  8.  W.  Harris,  of  Alabama,  for  his  consideration. 

E  No.  44.  Letter  of  Hon.  W.  Medill  to  Mr.  Cullom,  (July  10, 1857,) 
in  reply  to  the  foregoing,  (E  No.  43  ) 

E  No.  45.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (July  6,  1857,)  advising  him  of 
the  adjustment  of  the  loUowing  accounts :  For  compensation 
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of  the  Capitol  police,  and  for  salaries  of  officers,  clerks,  and 
others  receiving  an  annual  salary  in  said  office  ;  both  for  the 
quarter  ending  March  31,  1857. 

E  No.  46.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (August  24, 1857,)  advising  him 
of  the  adjustment  of  his  account  for  the  first  quarter  of  1857, 
for  binding  documents  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

E  No.  47.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (September  26,  1857,)  advising 
him  of  the  adjustment  of  his  account  for  salaries  of  officers 
receiving  an  annual  salary  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

ENo.  48.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (October  30,  1857,)  advising 
him  of  the  adjustment  of  his  account  for  the  first  quarter  of 
1857,  for  compensation  of  clerks  on  land  maps,  clerks  to  com- 
mittees, and  temporary  clerks. 

E  No.  49.  Letter  from  same  to  same,  (December  18,  1857,)  advising 
him  of  the  adjustment  of  his  account  for  compensation  of 
officers,  clerks,  and  others  in  the  employ  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, from  July  1  to  November  30,  1857. 


A  No.  1. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  March  21,  1857. 

Sib  :  The  act  approved  March  3,  1857,  to  supply  deficiencies,  (No. 
39,)  contains  an  appropriation  of  $138,000  for  the  purpose^  in  the 
clause  mentioned,  of  which  a  copy  will  accompany  this. 

On  the  7th  of  July,  1856,  the  House  of  Representatives  adopted  a 
resolution  of  the  following  tenor  : 

"  Resolved  J  That  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  furnish 
and  deliver  to  each  of  the  members  and  delegates  of  the  House  of  the 
present  Congress,  who  have  not  already  received  the  same,  and  pay 
for  the  same  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House,  such  numbers 
and  editions  of  such  books  of  a  public  character  as  were  furnished  to 
the  new  members  and  delegates  in  the  last  Congress,  under  the  joint 
resolution  of  February  23,  1854,  and  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  June  20,  1854  :  Provided,  That  they  be  furnished 
at  prices  not  exceeding  those  for  which  they  were  heretofore  supplied 
to  such  members  and  delegates." 

At  the  date  of  the  resolution  copied  above,  the  3d  section  of  an  act 
approved  on  the  3d  of  March,  1853,  was  in  full  force,  and  is  as  fol- 
lows, to  wit : 

**  That  hereafter  no  books  shall  be  distributed  to  members  of  Con- 
gress except  such  as  are  ordered  to  be  printed  as  public  documents  by 
the  Congress  of  which  they  are  members  :  Provided,  That  this  section 
shall  not  prohibit  or  interfere  with  the  distribution  to  members  who 
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have  heretofore  received  books  under  an  order  of  either  honse,  of  the 
remaining  volumes  or  parts,  so  as  to  complete  the  sets  of  which  they 
have  received  part." — (Vol.  10,  nage  188.) 

The  resolution,  therefore,  of  tne  7th  of  July,  1856,  was  and  is,  of 
itself,  wholly  inoperative  and  void. 

Vitality  was  given  to  it  by  the  clause  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1857, 
and  herewith  presented.     The  said  clause  has  two  objects  in  view : 

1st.  To  indemnify  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
such  sums  as  he  had  expended  for  books,  within  the  purview  of  the 
resolution  of  June  7, 1856,  after  that  date,  and  before  the  3d  of  March, 
1857,  the  date  of  said  deficiency  act. 

2d.  To  enable  said  Clerk  to  purchase  the  books  in  said  clause  enu- 
merated, except  Jefferson's  Works,  which  it  is  said  were  deposited  in 
the  Library. 

3d  To  place  the  books  so  purchased  in  a  public  library  in  the  dis- 
trict of  the  member,  or  delegate,  to  be  designated  by  him,  so  that  the 
people  so  represented  should  have  the  benefit  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
money,  and  nqt  the  representative  or  delegate,  to  the  exclusion  of  his 
constituents.  An  abuse  had  existed  which  Congress  determined 
to  correct. 

The  proceedings  of  the  Senate  on  the  3d  of  March  instant,  on  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreement  of  the  two 
houses,  as  reported  in  the  Globe,  shows  that  it  had  been  stated  the 
Clerk  had  purchased  books  under  the  resolution  of  the  7th  of  July, 
1856.  If  such  representations  had  not  been  made,  and  if  they  had 
not  been  believed  to  be  true,  it  is  very  evident,  to  my  mind,  that  no 
appropriation  would  have  been  made  to  purchase  books. 

Your  attention  is  invited  to  that  discussion  in  the  Senate,  pre- 
sented herewith. 

On  the  18th  of  March  instant,  Mr.  Bates,  a  messenger  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  presented  the  requisition  of  William  Cul- 
lom,  esq.,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  $50,000,  part  of 
said  appropriation  of  $138,000. 

I  declined  to  certify  said  requisition  to  you  for  your  warrant,  for 
two  reasons : 

1st.  It  was  not  accompanied  by  any  proof  that  he  had  purchased 
any  part  of  the  books  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  July  7,  1856. 

2d.  And  if  proof  of  that  fact  had  been  presented^  there  was  no 
evidence  to  show  that  the  books  were  within  the  control  of  the  Clerk 
to  forward  to  the  public  libraries  to  which  the  law  requires  them  to 
be  sent. 

I  now  submit  for  your  consideration  that  proof  on  both  points 
should  be  made  before  the  appropriation  or  any  part  of  it  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  said  Clerk. 

My  remark  is  particularly  applicable  to  the  appropriation :  **  To  in- 
demnify the  Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he  may  have  expended  for  books 
under  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7,  1856.*' 

This  enactment  presupposes  the  Clerk  had  made  purchases  from  his 
own  funds  or  means,  and  that  he  stood  in  the  condition  of  a  creditor, 
and  was  to  be  remunerated  for  his  advances. 
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If  he  80  purchased,  it  should  appear  by  satisfactory  evidence  from 
vhom  the  purchase  was  made,  at  what  time,  and  how  much  he  paid. 
He  was  an  agent  of  the  House,  (so  far  as  the  House  could  constitute 
an  agent  against  a  positive  law,)  and  is  subject  to  the  law  controlling 
the  relations  of  principal  and  agent. 

One  rule  is,  that  the  agent  cannot,  without  committing  a  fraud, 
speculate  upon  his  principal.  If  he  purchases  with  the  funds  of  the 
principal  on  favorable  terms,  he  can  charge  the  principal  no  more  than 
he  gives.  The  law  contemplates  to  relieve  him,  if  he  purchased  under 
the  said  resolution  of  July  7, 1856.  The  time  of  the  purchase,  there- 
fore, is  important)  to  show  whether  it  comes  within  the  provision  of 
the  law.  It  is  important  to  know  from  whom  the  purchases  were 
made,  that  the  accuracy  of  the  account  of  the  Cler^may  be  tested,  if 
any  dcubt  should  exist  concerning  it. 

The  amount  paid  should  be  specifically  stated,  to  guard  the  rights 
of  the  principal.  It  is  averred  by  gentlemen  of  high  responsibility, 
and  I  believe  it  to  be  true,  that  heretofore  it  has,  to  some  considerable 
extent,  been  the  practice  foi^the  Clerk  to  purchase  the  rights  of 
members  who  have  been  entitled  to  books,  and  not  to  purchase  books 
as  contemplated. 

The  prices  of  the  publishers  being  ascertained,  the  Clerk  has  given 
the  members  a  part  of  that  price  that  they  have  given  receipts  for 
books,  which  has  enabled  the  Clerk  to  charge  the  United  States  the 
full  value  of  the  books  to  be  so  distributed,  and  the  money  has  been 
divided  between  the  Clerk  and  the  members  so  combining  with  the 
Clerk  in  such  proportions  as  they  have  agreed  upon. 

In  that  way  the  publishers  have  been  defrauded,  as  their  books, 
published  at  heavy  expenses,  have  remained  on  hand  ;  the  treasury 
has  been  defrauded  of  the  amount  retained  by  the  Clerk,  and  the 
people  have  been  defrauded  by  withholding  the  information  the  books 
were  designed  to  disseminate. 

The  act  of  March  3,  185T,  chapter  43,  being  '*  An  act  to  amend  an 
act  entitled  ^  An  act  to  provide  for  the  better  organization  of  the  trea- 
sury, and  foi  the  collection,  safe-keeping,  transfer,  and  disbursement 
of  the  public  revenue,'  "  provides  that  disbursing  agents  shall  deposit 
their  moneys  with  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  or  with  some 
one  of  the  assistant  treasurers  or  public  depositaries,  and  draw  for 
the  same  only  in  favor  of  the  persons  to  whom  payment  is  to  be  made  in 
pursuance  of  law  and  instructions.  So  far  as  purchases  shall  be 
made  hereafter,  there  will  exist  no  necessity  or  law  to  place  money 
in  the  hands  of  the  Clerk  to  be  taken  from  the  treasury,  but  it  will 
be  drawn  by  warrant,  and  deposited  to  his  credit,  to  be  drawn  upon 
as  set  forth  by  the  act  referred  to,  or  be  deposited  by  him  after  being 
drawn. 

Most  respectfully  submitted  by,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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Copy  of  the  appropriation  of  $138,000,  contained  in  the  act  of  March 
3,  1857,  for  purchase  of  hooka. 

To  indemnify  the  Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he  may  have  expended  for 
hooks  under  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  July 
7, 1846,  and  to  enable  him,  under  said  resolution,  to  furnish  for  each 
member  and  delegate  of  the  House  of  Representatives  who  has  not 
heretofore  received  the  same,  the  following  enumerated  books,  viz : 
Gales  &  Beaton's  Register  of  Debates,  Congressional  Globe  and 
Appendix,  Public  Land  Laws,  Instructions  and  Opinions,  Elliott's 
Debates,  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  Opinions  of  the  Attorney's 
General,  (in  five  volumes,)  Finance  Reports,  Gales  &  Beaton's  Annals 
of  Congress,  Johns  Adams*  Works,  Jefferson's  Works,  (to  be  supplied 
from  the  number  of  said  work  now  in  charge  of  the  Librarian,) 
Hickey's  Constitution,  and  Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty 
Land  Laws,  one  hundred  and  thirty-fight  thousand  dollars,  or  so 
much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  is  hereby  appropriated  out  of  any 
money  in  the  treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  provided  they  be 
furnished  at  prices  not  exceeding  those  for  which  they  were  heretofore 
supplied ;  and  provided,  also,  that  said  books  be  forwarded  by  the 
Clerk  to  such  public  library  in  the  district  of  each  of  said  members 
and  delegates  as  may  be  designated  by  said  member  and  delegate. 


B  No.  1. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller* 8  Office^  September  2,  1856. 

Sir  :  I  hand  to  you  a  paper  containing  my  construction  and  views 
of  the  latter  part  of  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  15th  of  August,  1866. 

It  will  be  accompanied  by  the  roll  or  list  of  persons  referred  to  in 
the  requisition  of  Mr.  Cullom,  embracing  the  last  clause  of  the  reso- 
tion ;  also,  by  the  papers  handed  to  me  yesterday  by  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Banks  and  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Campbell,  and  by  the  resolution  of 
Aujzust  15,  and  by  Mr.  CuUom's  letter. 
The  two  last  I  shall  need  again. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY,  ComptroUer. 
Hon.  Jambs  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller* 8  Office^  September  1,  1856. 

The  Hon.  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
addressed  a  letter  of  the  date  of  August  29  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  requesting  him  to  advance  ten  thousand  dollars,  to  be 
charged  as  follows : 

To  appropriations  in  act  making  appropriations  for  certain  civil 
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expenses  of  the  government  for  the  year  ending  the  30th  of  June, 
1857.  That  clause  is  a^  follows  :  '*  To  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  pay  additional  compensation  to  its  employes  and 
otliers,  authorized  by  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Kepresentatives 
of  August  fifteenth,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-six,  a  sum  sufficient 
for  that  purpose  is -hereby  appropriated  out  of  any  money  in  the 
treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  and  is  hereby  added  to  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  House  of  Representatives. — (Section  1  of  said  act, 
Ia8t  sentence.) 
The  resolution  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

"  On  motion  of  Mr.  Kunkel, 
^^  Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  be  directed  to  pay,  out  of  the  con- 
I  tiogent  fiind  of  the  House,  the  usual  extra  compensation  to  that  class 
[  of  employes  who  received  the  same  at  the  last  Congress,  and  to  the 
I  other  employes  of  the  House,  respectively,  including  those  employed 
in  the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  an  amount  equal 
to  twenty  per  cent,  upon  the  annual  compensation:  Provided,  This 
resolation  shall  not  be  construed  to  include  the  public  printer." 

Under  the  latter  clause  of  this  resolution  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Kepresentatives,  his  clerks,  messengers,  ^ergeant-at-arms.  Doorkeeper, 
and  the  officers  whose  salaries  are  fixed  by  law,  claim  twenty  per 
cent,  on  their  salaries  or  compensation^  under  the  designation  of  other 


In  a  paper  handed  to  me  by  the  Hon.  N.  P.  Banks  and  the  Hon. 
L.  D.  Campbell,  containing  an  exposition  of  the  views  of  Mr.  CuUom 
and  the  other  claimants,  as  I  understand,  the  question  is  very  perti- 
nently asked : 

Ist.  Who  are  meant  by  the  term  "  employes  of  the  House?"     The 
question  is  then  attempted  to  be  solved  as  follows:  ^'This  question 
was  satisfactorily  answered  by  referring  to  resolutions  in  past  Con- 
gresses, where  the  same  teTm  is  used,  and  which  was  invariably  con- 
strued to  mean  all  the  persons  in  the  employ  of  the  House.    The  joint 
resolution  of  July  20,  1854,  which  fixes  the  compensation  of  the  em- 
ployes in  legislative  departments,  &c. ,  it  was  found,  used  the  term  in 
the  same  sense."     The  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854,  is  not  cor- 
rectly referred  to,  and  instead  of  sustaining  the  construction  claimed 
for  the  resolution  of  August  15,  1856,  it  defeats  it.     That  resolution 
commences  as  follows : 

**That  the  officers,  messengers,  and  other  employes  in  the  legisla- 
tive department  of  the  government  shall  be  paid  an  increased  compen- 
sation of  twenty  per  cent,  upon  the  compensation  now  received  by 
them,  respectively,"  &c. 

Here  is  a  legislative  enactment  deeming  it  to  be  necessary  to  designate 
the  higher  grades  by  the  usual  and  appropriate  terms.  *'  Officers"  — 
by  that  term  all  are  included  who  are  elected  by  the  House,  to  wit: 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Kepresentatives,  Sergeant-at-arms,  Door- 
keeper, &c.  *' Clerks" — ^by  that  term  all  clerks  who  have  annual 
salaries  are  included.  There  is  a  class  of  clerks  not  appointed  under 
acts  of  Congress,  but  under  resolutions,  who  do  not  serve  during  the 
year,  and  are  not  paid  annual  salaries,  that  are  not  included.  **  Mes- 
sengers"— the  same  remark  applies  to  them  in  both  particulars,  as 
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there  are  messengers  whose  salaries  are  fixed  hy  law,  and  there  are 
messengers  who  are  paid  for  the  services  actually  performed,  and  not 
salaries  by  the  year. 

The  term  "  employes"  is  applicable  to  a  lower  class,  whose  oflSces 
are  not  permanent,  or  whose  compensation  is  not  formally  fixed  by 
law,  and  it  is  in  that  sense  I  use  the  term  **  lower  grade.''  In  head- 
ing the  list  of  the  names  entitled,  as  is  alleged*,  to  the  twenty  per 
cent.,  Mr.  Cullom  himself  adopts  the  language  of  the  resolution  of 
July  26,  1854,  as  follows:  ''Names  of  officers,  clerks,  and  other 
employes  in  the  House  of  Representatives  who  are  entitled  to  receive 
twenty  per  cent,  upon  their  annual  compensation,  by  virtue  of  the 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  15th  of  August, 
1856."  Why  use  the  terms  *'  officers  and  clerks,"  that  are  not  men- 
tioned in  the  resolution  of  August  15,  if  they  are  embraced  under  the 
term  ''  and  other  employes?" 

The  exposition  handed  to  me  proceeds  to  say:  ''The  usual  extra 
compensation  resolutions  passed  at  the  end  of  each  session  of  the  32d 
Congress  use  the  word  '  employes'  as  descriptive  of  the  persons  to  be 
benefitted;  and  by  referring  to  the  Clerk's  report  of  contingent  ex- 

Jenditures^  it  appears  that  the  Clerk,  Sergeant-at-arms,  Doorkeeper, 
^ostmaster,  clerks,  messengers,  pages,  folders,  and  laborers,  were 
meant;  no  one,  except  the  Speaker  and  printer,  was  omitted." 

Whatever  may  have  been  the  practice  before  the  passage  of  the 
joint  resolution  of  July  20, 1854,  it  cannot  vary  the  express  provisions 
of  that  resolution.  It  gives  twenty  per  cent,  to  the  officers,  clerks, 
messengers,  and  other  employes  in  the  legislative  department  of  the 
government  upon  the  compensation  then  received  by  them. — (Stat,  at 
Jjarge,  vol.  10,  p.  594.) 

The  second  provision  is,  "  that  the  usual  extra  compensation  shall 
not  hereafter  be  allowed  to  any  person  receiving  the  benefits  of  this 
joint  resolution."  . 

The  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  the  clerks,  messengers, 
and  all  other  employes  did  receive  said  twenty  per  cent,  where  they 
were  officers  and  had  fixed  salaries  ;  and  if  there  are  any  who  did  not 
receive  it,  it  was  because  the  per  centage  did  not  amount  to  a  sum 
equal  to  what  they  hoped  to  receive  by  a  resolution.  Since  the  passage 
of  the  resolution  of  the  20th  of  July,  1854,  no  increase  has  been  paid 
to  a  salary  officer  under  a  resolution  of  one  house,  if  the  officer  de- 
ceived the  twenty  per  cent,  under  that  resolution,  unless  his  salary 
was  increased  by  the  act  of  March  3, 1855.  That  act  fixed  the  salaries 
of  all  officers  of  the  House  by  certain  definite  sums;  and  a  question 
of  mtich  importance  arises,  can  one  house  increase  salaries  thus  fixed 
by  a  separate  resolution  ?  The  object  of  the  joint  resolution  of  July 
20,  1854,  was  to  prevent  such  practices  thereafter.  The  language  is 
plain,  clear^  and  explicit,  without  any  ambiguity,  and  it  was  intended 
to  correct  an  evil,  long  known  to  exist,  of  evading  general  laws  by 
the  action  of  one  house.  If  giving  twenty  per  cent,  is  not  within  its 
spirit  and  import,  it  may  be  evaded— rendered  null  and  void — by  using 
any  word  that  grants  money,  if  the  words  "  usual  extra  compensa- 
tion" are  omitted. 

1.  My  opinion  is,  a  positive  prohibition  in  a  law  passed  by  both 
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toxLsefl  of  Congress,  and  approved  by  the  President,  cannot  be  changed 
by  a  resolution  of  one  house. 

2.  That  the  Clerk,  and  officers,  &c.,  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives who  received  the  benefits  of  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20, 
1854,  cannot  legally  receive  higher  salaries,  by  the  way  of  per  centage 
or  compensation,  without  the  express  action  of  both  houses. 

3.  That  an  appropriation  in  the  language  of  the  act  of  August  18, 
1856,  referring  to  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  15th  of  August, 
is  not  such  action  as  can  change  a  well-defined  law. 

4.  These  views  are  sustained  by  the  practice;  for  since  the  passage 
of  the  resolution  of  July  20,  1854,  no  person,  officer,  or  employe  who 
received  the  benefit  of  the  resolution  has  received  any  compensation 
allowed  to  others  by  subsequent  resolutions. 

Most  respectfully, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 


B  No.  2. 

Treasury.  Department, 
ComptrcUer'e  Office,  September  6,  1856. 

Sir  :  You  have  furnished  this  office  with  copies  of  three  resolutions 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  dates  and  designations  follow- 
ing, to  wit : 

August  15,  1856.  On  motion  of  Mr.  Kunkel.  Pay  of  employes, 
Ac. 

August  16,  1856.  On  motion  of  Mr.  Whitney.  Extra  compensa- 
tion to  James  H.  Lander  and  others. 

August  18.  On  motion  of  Mr.  Barksdale.  Pay  to  William  A. 
fihaw. 

I  am  instructed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  request  you  to 
ihmish  a  copy  of  each  and  every  resolution  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, at  the  1st  and  2d  sessions  of  the  34th  Congress,  in  any 
manner  affecting  the  pay  of  any  one  or  more  employes  of  said  House, 
if  any  one  or  other  resolution  was  adopted. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
Hon.  William  Ctjllom, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepreserdatives. 


B'No.  3. 


Office  Clerk  House  of  Bbprbsentativbs  of  United  States, 

Sqdember  8,  1856. 

8m:  Incompliance  with  yours  of  6th  instant,  addressed  to  William 
CnlloiDy  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  I  herewith  send  you 
copies  of  resolutions,  &o. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  resolution  of  July  10  authorizes  the 
select  committee  to  appoint  a  clerk,  who  was  inadvertently  overlooked 
H.  Rep.  Com.  188 3 
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in  rendering  the  list  of  those  entitled  to  extra  compensation,  as  per 
resolution  of  August  16,  tIz  :  N.  Sergent. 

There  is  another  claimant  whose  name  is  not  before  you,  yiz  :  Mr. 
McGroth,  watchman  on  Capitol  extension. 
Very  respectfully, 

W.  P.  INGRAM, 
Chitf  Clerk  of  House  of  Bqyresmtatives  of  United  States, 
Hon.  E.  Whittlesbt, 

ComptrcUer. 


B  No.  4. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Ojffice,  September  12,  1856. 

Sir  :  The  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatiyes  of  August  15, 
1856,  provides  for  two  classes  of  persons : 

1st.  Those  who  have  not  salaries  fixed  by  law,  nor  are  they  perma- 
nently employed. 

2d.  Those  who  have  salaries. 

The  first  class  is  embraced  in  the  resolution  in  these  words :  ''That 
the  Clerk  be  directed  to  pay^  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House, 
the  usual  extra  compensation  to  that  class  of  employes  who  received 
the  same  at  the  last  Congress." 

As  their  salaries  are  not  fixed  by  law,  I  submit  for  your  considera- 
tion that  they  are  not  within  the  purview  of  the  joint  resolution  of 
July  20,  1854,  nor  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1856  ;  and  if  not,  I  then 
submit  the  question  whether  they  may  not  be  paid  without  violation 
of  law. 

Notwithstanding  the  scope  of  that  part  of  the  resolution  copied 
above,  the  House  thereafter  passed  various  other  resolutions,  desig- 
nating particular  individuals  by  name,  or  by  the  character  of  their 
employment.  It  will  require  much  care  on  the  part  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  in  disbursing  the  money,  if  placed  in  his 
hands,  to  avoid  paying  the  same  individual  twice,  or  more  than  he  is 
entitled  to. 

This  will  be  accompanied  by  a  requisition  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives^  by  his  chief  clerk,  W.  P.  Ingram.  It  contains  a 
roll  of  the  names,  and  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  each. 

The  proper  time  to  ascertain  its  entire  accuracy  will  be  on  settling 
the  account. 

Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

Hon.  James  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Let  payment  be  made  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  and  appro- 
priation to  all  the  employes  of  the  House  who  do  not  receive  saleurie9 
fixed  by  law,  and  as  to  those,  report  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

Beptbmber  12,  1866.  JAMES  GUTHRIE, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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B  No.  5. 

Treasuby  Dbpartmbnt, 
ComptroOer^a  Office,  September  12,  1856. 

Sir  :  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  decided  to  pay  the  persons 
embraced  in  the  first  class  designated  in  the  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Bepresentatives  of  the  15th  of  August,  1856^  in  these  words:  ''That 
the  Clerk  be  directed  to  pay,  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House, 
the  usual  extra  compensation  to  that  class  of  employes  who  receiyed 
the  same  at  the  last  Congress." 

He  instructs  me  to  transmit  to  you  the  list  of  names  of  employes  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  who  are  entitled  to  receive  the  usual  extra 
compensation  by  virtue  of  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
of  August  15^  1856,  with  the  sums  to  which  they  are  entitled  set  opposite 
their  names,  respectively,  and  to  request  you  to  certify  (if  it  be  the 
&ict)  that  none  in  said  list  receive  a  salary.  You  will  be  pleased  to 
zetorn  the  list,  with  the  certificate,  by  the  bearer^  if  consistent. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  SqyreaentcUives. 


B  No.  6. 

Oppicb  op  Clerk  op  House  op  Bep's  of  U.  S., 

September  12,  1856. 

Sir  :  Yours  of  this  date,  directed  to  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives,  has  been  received,  (also  the  list  of  names, 
as  stated,)  requesting  a  certificate  (if  it  be  the  fact)  that  none  on  said 
list  receive  a  salary. 

It  being  a  fact  that  several  persons  whose  names  are  on  said  list  do 
receive  salary  renders  it  improper  to  comply  with  the  request. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  names  of  Nathan  Sergent  and  John 
HcGroth  have  been  added  to  the  list,  having  been  inadvertently  over- 
looked heretofore,  and  the  sai^e  about  which  1  have  heretofore  informed 
you. 

Very  respectfully, 

W.  P.  INGBAM, 
CUrf  Cleric  of  House  of  Jiepresentatives. 
Hon.  E.  Whiitlesbt, 

ComptreUer. 


36  AOCOUKTS  OF  WILLIAM  CULLOM. 

B  No.  7.     ' 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office^  September  15,  1856. 

Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  12th  in  reply  to  my  letter  of  the  same*  date, 
written  by  instruction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  the  Hon. 
William  CuUom,  of  the  same  date,  was  delivered  by  Mr.  Bates  the 
same  evening  after  office  hours,  but  before  I  had  left  the  office.  Mr. 
CuUom  was  requested  to  certify  that  those  on  the  list  I  returned  were 
not  salary  officers,  if  such  was  the  fact. 

In  your  answer  you  say :  ^^  It  being  a  fact  that  several  persons 
whose  names  are  on  said  list  do  receive  a  salary,  renders  it  improper 
to  comply  with  the  request." 

The  answer  was  laid  before  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  13th 
(Saturday)  at  as  early  an  hour  as  I  found  him  not  engaged  in  business 
with  gentlemen  who  were  with  him,  and  he  instructed  me  to  request 
you  to  designate,  in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Cullom,  the  names  of  the^ 
persons  on  said  list  who  are  in  the  receipt  of  salaries,  and  the  amount 
of  salary  allowed  by  law  to  each  ? 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  desirous  of  executing  all  orders 
or  resolutions  passed  by  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  during  the  1st 
and  2d  sessions  of  the  34th  Congress,  involving  the  payment  or 
advance  of  money  from  the  treasury,  so  far  as  he  shall  find  he  is 
authorized  by  law  to  issue  his  warrant,  or  warrants  therefor,  and  in- 
asmuch as  certain  officers  are  created  by  law,  it  will  facilitate  his 
action,  if  you  have  the  information  at  hand  that  will  enable  you  to 
refer  to  the  respective  acts,  joint  resolutions,  or  resolutions  of  the 
House,  under  or  by  which  said  officers  or  employes  were  appointed. 

After  my  interview  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  on  Satur- 
day my  time  was  so  constantljr  occupied  that  I  could  not  communicate 
his  wishes,  and  this  is  written  at  the  close  of  office  hours  to-day. 

The  list  of  names  sent  to  Mr.  Cullom,  on  which  you  inserted  two 
additional  names  will  accompany  this. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

W.  P.  Ingram,  Esq., 

Cheif  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

BNo.  8.   • 


Office  Chief  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Beprbsentaxtves, 

/  Ufi.ited  Stales  J  September  16,  1856. 

Sir  :  Tour  letter  of  yesterday  was  this  day  received,  accompanied 
with  list  of  names  as  stated,  in  compliance  with  which  letter  I  here- 
with return  said  list  of  names.  Those  names  marked  with  a  *^  from 
the  best  information  at  my  command,  receive  a  salary. 

As  to  the  **  amount  of  salary  allowed  by  law  to  each/'  I  am  not 
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prepared  to  designate  the  law  regulating  the  amount  of  salary,  but  I 
would  state  that  on  page  57  of  the  estimates  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1857,  will  be  found  the 
sums  as  designated  opposite  the  names  of  those  on  4  th  page  of  the 
list  of  names. 

As  to  those  capitol  police,  on  page  3d  of  said  list,  by  reference  to 
4th  section  of  the  act  of  May  2,  1828,  it  will  be  perceived  that  the 
presiding  officers  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  regulate  their  salaries, 
and,  from  the  best  information  I  can  find,  they  have  for  several  years 
been  receiving  the  amount  respectively  as  stated  in  memorandums 
opposite  their  names^  less  the  amount  of  increase  as  referred  to  in 
said  memorandum. 

Very  respectfully, 

W.  P.  INGRAM. 
^  Hon.  E.  WHirrLBSEY,  OamptroUer. 


Names  of  employes  in  the  House  of  Representatives  who  are  entitled  to 
receive  the  usual  extra  compensation,  by  virtue  of  the  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  August  15,  1856,  with  the  sums  to  which 
they  are  entitled  set  against  tlieir  nam^^  respectively. 


Names. 


JcM.  C.  G.  Kennedj. 

Geo.  M.  Weston 

Sd.  Mace  Cnunpton. , 


Robt.  Beer 

W.G.King 

M.W.  Cluskey... 
B.B.  Edwards... 
W.  K.  Mehafiey.. 
Sdwud  Spicer .., 
Jos.  B.  Florence. 

JobnCoetin 

LeriNeal 

W.  Crown 


Geo.  C.  Mitchell , 

Chas.  Hopkins 

Edward  8.  Matthews. 
Alonxo  Darrin...... 

Bichard  Evans 

flam'l  £.  Buckner 

D.Johnson , 

Frank  Onfour , 

W.P.Bell 

ELStanleySchriner.., 

Doooin  France 

J.  B.  Wilde 

Joseph  C.  Lewis 


Office. 


Am't  of  extra 
oompensattoB. 


Clerk  to  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.... 

Clerk  to  Committee  on  Elections 

Clork  to  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post 

Roads 

Clerk  to  Committee  on  Public  Lands 

Clerk  to  Committee  on  Commerce 

Clerk  to  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.... 
Clerk  to  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims. 
Clerk  to  Committee  on  Territories....  .... 

Messenger  in  Clerk's  office 

Folder do 

Laborer .....do......  ........•••.. 

....do do.... 


Laborer  in  office  of  Superintendent  of  Pub- 
lic Printing 

Page  in  House  of  Representatives 

do do 

do do 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


$260  00 
250  00 

250  00 
250  00 
250  00 
250  00 
250  00 
250  00 
250  00 
250  00 
200  00 
200  00 

200  00 
•200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 


o  $360  per  annum,  act  of  March  3,1855. 
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KamM. 

Office. 

Am'tofextiB 
oompenaatioiL 

R.  H.  Pfcge 

F^  In  House 

Paige,  by  resol 

tatives,  Augi 

...... do...... 

do , 

do 

..••••do...... 

Fftge  to  Sergei 
Laborer  in  Hoi 

do 

Folder,  at  $2  £ 

......do...... 

......do...... 

...... do...... 

......do...... 

of  Bepresentatfres 
utioii  of  House  of  I 
ost  16, 1856 

$200  00 

Jas.  H.  Bonder...... ..— .  — .. 

loproaon- 

200  00 

Edmund  Burke 

Wm.  M.  CUrk 

Sam'l  MiUer 

Wm.  A.  Sliver 

Chaa.  B.  Stewart 

...... do...... ... 

»..  .  ..QO......  ..•■ 

..•a.  ~Q0....  ..... 

■  ....  .QO......  ... 

mt-at- Arms ......  • 

.do 

.do 

.do 

.do 

200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 
200  00 

Wm.  Smith,  (under  doorkeeper) 
B.  Jackson,  (under doorkeeper). 
Frederick  Frita 

use  of  Representatives 

do 

0  per  day.... . ... 

200  00 
200  00 
250  00 

Wm.  H.  H.  Shriver  or  Shinn  .. 

A.C.  Dunham 

M.  M.  Hitchcox 

James  H.  Dean..... 

......do...... ... 

......do......  ••• 

......do......  ... 

• .... .... 

250  00 
250  00 
250  00 
250  00 

Henry  Taylor 

H.  Beiiuosette •••• 

...... QO  ...... 

......do.. .... 

...... do.. .... ... 

......do.... ..... 

260  00 
250  00 

JohnT.  Chancey 

J.  F.  CUrk 

Geo.  W.  Fridley 

Tlieo.  A.  Foster .— 

A.  Henshelwood.... 

......do...... 

......do...... 

......do...... 

......do...... 

......do......... 

...... QO.... ..... 

.  ..... QO ....  ..... 

......QO.... ..... 

250  00 
260  00 
260  00 
250  00 
250  00 

A.  B.  Waller,  jr 

do 

250  00 

F.  Barrett 

Folder,  by  the 

......  uo  .... • . 

piece.... .... .••• 

200  00 

J.Y.Bryant 

J.  Bnffintnn,,., „. 



200  00 
200  00 

T.  L.  Burch 

do 

200  00 

J.  J.  Cantine 

do 

200  00 

C.  E.  Creecy. •••..•••.... .... 

do 

200  00 

Wm.  Cook.... ..... .... ...... 

do 

200  00 

J.  D.  Cox 

do 

200  00 

J.  Croirfirtn 

do 

200  00 

Chas.  Crider 

do 

200  00 

W.  H.  Dorsey 

Henry  W.  Dudley 

do 

do 

200  00 
200  00 

H.  H.  Fisher 

do 

200  00 

W.  C.  Flenner. ...... ........ 

do 

200  00 

F.  S.  Oaither 

do 

200  00 

Jas.  E.  Galther 

do 

200  00 

Charles  Garcia 

do 

200  00 

Jas.  A.  Gleason......  ....  ••.. 

do 

200  00 

J.  C.  Green.... ...... ........ 

.. do 

200  00 

George  Mann......  •..•••..•. 

do 

200  00 

Thomas  Haffflrartv.... 

do 

200  00 

David  C.  Hickey 

John  Howard...... .......... 

do 

do 

200  00 
200  00 

JohnG.  Kalb 

do 

200  00 

B.  F.  Moffitt 

6eo.  Piles 

do 

do 

200  00 
200  00 

Jas.  Redwood...... .... ...... 

do 

200  00 

John  Shaw.... ..  ............ 

do 

200  00 

A.  M.  Thomoson... 

do 

200  00 

G.  P.  8.  Tucker 

do 

200  00 

Edward  Weaver 

do 

200  00 

W.  H.  H.  West 

do 

200  00 

E.  Wheeler 

do 

200  00 

Wm.  Wilson.... 

do 

200  00 

W.  B.  MiUer 

Laborer  in  hall  of  House  of  Representatives. 

200  00 
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Namfls. 


Office. 


Am't  of  extra 
oompenaatioQ. 


Wm.  W.  Bejnolds 

W.  A.  MoUoy 

Kkh'l  Doffey 

Wm.  H.  lADgley 

Jm.  N.Ball 

J«.  8.  llagee 

WMbington  Lewia 

8.  Bobiii80ii»»«a  •••■  •••• 

loha  W.  Smith 

0.  W.  C.  Dammingtoii<> 

JohnL.  Wirto 

H.K.  Arnold© 

J.W.  Orlffith© 

flun'l  J.  Johnson© 

Jm.  T.  Ball© 

Wm.  H.ThompeoQ©.... 

Wm.  Morgan© , 

O.  W.  Dant 

Jamee  Coleman© 

A.T.  AUen© 

C.Kaufman© 

C.  Kraft© 

J.  liaher© 

Jamee  Stone© 

Nicholas  Happen 

T.  Wall© 

J.  B.  Mockabee© 

F.HiggiM© 

M.  Conanghton© , 

P.  Twomey© , 

D.  Mitchell© 

D.  Moran© 

J.  H.  Upperman© 

Hannibal  Graham© 

J.  D.  Birch,  (llitNo.2)., 


Awrigtant  doorkeeper 

Watchman  hi  Capitol  Extension  . 

>•••••  uO •••■■•  •••■■•  uo •«  ••••  ••• 

do ....do 


.do 

-do...... 

•  do...... 

•  do...... 

.do 


do. 

.  •...  .do. 

......do. 

•  ••..  .do. 
do. 


Capitol  police. 

do 

do , 

do , 

do , 


.do. 


do.... 

do.... 

Fireman.... 
Watchman. 
do.... 


Lamplighter. 
do 


Public  gardener 

Laborer,  public  grounds. 
do 


.do. 
.do. 


.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 
.do. 


G.  Bkhardaon. 


Gate  keeper 

Laborer  in  Capitol , 

Laborer  in  post  office,  House  of  Represen- 
tatives  

do do do... 


$M0  00 

260  00 

250  00 

250  00 

250  00 

250  00 

250  00 

250  00 

250  00 

tl25  00 

tl25  00 

tl25  00 

tl25  00 

tl25  00 

1125  00 

tl25  00 

tl25  00 

il25  00 

1125  00 

|125  00 

§125  00 

§125  00 

1 125  00 

1[125  00 

iI125  00 

tl25  00 

^125  00 

f 125  00 

5-126  00 

11125  00 

«I125  00 

f  126  00 

^125  00 

TI125  00 

200  00 
200  00 


23,725  00 


TaiASunr  Dhpartmbtt,  OmptrolUr'i  Office,  September  23,  1856. 

Mr  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Tressury,  requested  an  advance  of  $10,000  to  pay  the  other  employ6s,  under  the 
leeolution  of  the  House  of  August  16,  1856,  who  were  to  be  paid  20  per  cent.,  and  for  the 
employ^  to  be  paid  the  usual  extra  compensation  paid  to  them  at  the  last  Congress; 
$23,726  follows.  That  letter  was  returned  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  2d  of 
September,  and  it  cannot  now  be  found,  as  I  understand.  I  have  not  seen  It  since,  to  my 
recollection  or  belief.  That  it  was  written  is  certain.  The  sum  of  $600  has  since  been 
added  to  this  paper,  making  $24,226.  ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  employes  are  entitled  to  receive  the  sums  set  opposite 
their  names,  respectively,  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  August 
15.  1856.  W.  P.  INGRAM,  Ckirf  CUrk,  Ho.  </ R^.,  U,  8, 

Nathan  Sargent Clerk  to  select  committee ^250  00 

JohnMcGrath Watchman  in  public  sUble 250  00 

*  $800  per  annum,  act  of  August  4, 1854,  increaMd  by  act  of  April  SB,  1854. 

•  A«  to  pmoM  receirlnt  salary,  see  letter  of  this  data  to  Hon.  E.  WbttUesey,  Sept.  !«,  »?5?'  '•*"•  IJ!!!!,*"' 
to  teTor  of  Wm.  Cullom,  Clerk,  for  above  sums.except  J.  0.  O.  Kennedy.  P.  O.  WASHINGTON. 

•1,140  per  annum, increased  by  act  of  April  «,  IBM ;  %l,QM  per  annum.  Increased  by  act  of  April «»,  IBM. 

*    y  act  of  April  «.  1854.  ^  $180  per  anmim. 

-       ^'  —  -       f  t«00  per  ann.,  increased  by  act  of  AufUtl  \*,  \W%. 


tt»,H 
ttm 

101,4^ 


per  ano'im,  increased  by  i 
#1,440  per  ann.,  increased  by  act  of  April  92,1854. 
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B  No.  ». 

Treasury  Department, 
CimptrdOer'a  Office^  September  24,  1856. 

Sir:  I  return  to  you  the  list  of  employes  furnished  by  the  chief 
clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  showing  the  names  of  the  per- 
sons he  supposed  were  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  forepart  of  the 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  August  15,  1856,  em- 
braced by  these  words,  to  wit  : 

"  Besolvedy  That  the  clerk  be  directed  to  pay  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  House,  the  usual  extra  compensation  to  that  class  of 
employes  who  received  the  same  at  the  last  Cons:ress." 

The'  accuracy  of  the  list  has  been  thoroughly  and  satisfactorily 
tested,  in  my  opinion,  by  an  examination  of  the  accounts  of  Mr. 
Forney,  late  clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  ascertain  the 
class  of  persons  or  employes  who  received  the  usual  extra  compensa- 
tion at  the  33d  Congress.  Table  No.  1  exhibits  the  various  classes 
thus  paid  and  the  amount  paid  to  each  individual  in  his  class. 

Table  No.  2  extends  back  to  August  30, 1852,  and  shows  the  allowances 
to  the  same  classes  from  that  period  to  1855,  inclusive. 

These  tables  I  wish  to  retain  for  future  use  in  this  office. 

I  will  furnish  a  copy  if  deemed  by  you  to  be  necessary. 

I  am  satisfied  there  should  be  advanced  for  the  payment  of  the  usual 
extra  compensation  referred  to  above,  ($24,226  00. 

It  is  my  duty  to  inform  you  that  J.  C.  G.  Kennedy,  esq.,  clerk  of 
the  Committee  of  Foreign  Affairs,  is  a  debtor  to  the  United  States, 
and  that  he  is  entitled  to  an  extra  compensation  as  stated  on  the  list, 
of $250  00. 

Most  sincerely  yours, 

BLISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

Hon.  Jambs  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


B  No.  10. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office^  September  25,  1856. 

Sir  :  Be  pleased  to  furnish  me  with  a  copy  of  Mr.  CuUom's  letter 
making  a  requisition  to  pay  the  clerks  and  employes  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  under  the  resolution  of  the  House,  of  August  15, 1866. 
Mr.  CuUom's  letter  was  referred  on  the  2d  instant,  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  with  my  letter  of  that  date,  in  which  I  stated  that 
'^  I  should  need  it  a^ain.''  Application  was  made  for  the  letter  this 
mornings  but  it  having  been  accidentally  mislaid,  I  did  not  obtain  it. 
Respectfully  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Comptroller. 
William  P.  Ingram,  Esq., 

Chief  Clerky  Office  Clerk  of  Ho.  of  Reps. 
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B  No.  11. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office^  September  26,  1856. 

Sir  :  Be  pleased  to  send  by  the  bearer  a  copy  of  Mr.  CuUom's 
letter,  for  wbicb  1  wrote  yesterday. 

The  Secretary  will  advance  for  paying  the  usual  extra  compensation 
embraced  in  the  resolution  of  the  16th  of  August,  1856,  with  one 
exception  of  $260  ;  that  will  be  explained  to  you. 

If  you  send  for  it  in  the  course  of  the  day  I  hope  the  money  will  be 
ready. 

Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
William  P.  Ingram,  Esq., 

Chief  Cleric  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


B  No.  12. 

Office  Chief  Clerk  House  of  Represbntativbs  U.  S., 

September  26,  1856. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  yours  of  yesterday,  which  was  received  this 
morning,  also  yours  of  this  date,  1  herewith  enclose  a  copy  of  Mr. 
Cullom's  requisition  for  ten  thousand  dollars,  of  August  29,  1856,  to 
pay  in  part  employ^  and  others  authorized  by  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  August  15,  1856. 
Very  respectfully, 

W.  P.  INGRAM. 
Hon.  E.  Whittlbsey, 

Comptroller^  Treasury  Department. 


Office  Clerk  House  of  Representatives  United  States, 

August  29,  1856. 

Sib  :  Please  cause  a  treasury  warrant  to  be  issued  in  favor  of  Wil- 
liam Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  United  States, 
for  ten  thousand  dollars,  to  be  charged  to  the  following  appropriations 
in  an  act  making  appropriations  for  certain  civil  expenses  of  the  gov- 
ernment for  the  year  ending  the  thirtieth  of  June,  eighteen  hunared 
and  fiAy-seven,  viz: 

"  To  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  pay  the 
additional  compensation  to  its  employes  and  others  authorised  by  the 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  15th  August,  1856." 
Respectfully, 

WILLIAM  CULLOM, 
Cleric  of  House  of  Bepresentatives  U.  B. 
Hon.  James  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury y  U.  S, 
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B  No.  13. 

TrBASURY    DlEPARTBIRNTy 

Comptroller' B  Office,  September  26,  1856. 

Sir  :  By  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  I  transmit  to 
you  treasury  draft  No.  2381,  for  $23,975,  to  pay  to  the  respective  per- 
sons the  usual  extra  compensation,  emhraced  in  the  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  on  the  15th  of  August,  1856,  whose  names 
are  in  the  list  I  send  you,  and  which  agrees  with  the  list  or  roll  fur- 
nished from  your  office.  The  draft  is  less  hy  $250  than  the  total  of 
the  compensation  embraced  by  vour  roll  or  list,  or  by  the  one  now 
transmitted,  which  arises  from  the  fact  that  J.  C.  G.  Kennedy,  esq., 
clerk  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  is  indebted  to  the  United 
States  on  the  books  of  the  treasury,  the  sum  due  to  him  as  said  clerk 
for  the  usual  extra  compensation  of  $250  is  not  advanced,  and  I  am 
instructed  by  said  Secretary  to  inform  you  of  said  indebtedness,  and 
that  so  long  as  it  remains  unsatisfied  or  uncancelled,  no  money  can 
be  paid  to  him  from  the  treasury.  You  will  be  charged  with  said 
draft  of  $23,975. 

Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

Hon.  William  Cullom, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


B  No.  14. 

Office  Chief  Clerk  House  of  Representatives  U.  S., 

September  27,  1856. 

Sir  :  On  examination  of  list  of  names  which  you  mention  in  your 
letter  of  yesterday,  addressed  to  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Kepresentatives,  I  find  said  list  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  amount 
of  the  warrant,  as  stated  in  your  letter. 

I  find  total  amount  of  said  list $23,925 

Deduct  amount  ot  Mr.  Kennedy's  claim 250 

Leaves  amount  to  be  paid,  according  to  your  list 23,675 

Amount  of  warrant 23,975 

Making  a  difierence  of. 300 


You  also  say  that  the  above  named  list  agrees  with  the  one  furnished 
from  this  office,  which,  on  comparison,  I  think  will  be  found  to  differ. 

You  will  please  inform  me  whether  or  not  the  warrant  for  $23,975 
is  in  satisfaction  of  the  requisition  for  $10,000  of  August  29,  a  copy 
of  which  was  furnished  you  yesterday  at  your  request,  or  is  said  requi- 
sition of  $10,000  still  pending  and  under  consideration? 
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I  retnm  your  liBt^  that  yon  may  see  the  discrepancy  and  remedy  the 
flame. 

Very  respectfully, 

W.  P.  INGRAM. 
Hon.  E.  WHmLHBBY, 

Comptroller. 


B  No.  15. 

Trbasuby  Dbparthbnt, 
Comptroller' 8  Office^  September  27, 1856. 

Sir  :  A  clerk  made  a  copy  of  the  roll  or  list  referred  to  in  your  letter 
of  this  date,  and  I  had  no  doubt  of  its  accuracy  when  I  sent  it  to  you 
yesterday.  It  will  be  compared  with  the  original  roll  or  list,  as  soon 
as  it  can  be,  and  returned. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  not  given  instructions  to  advance 
any  part  of  the  requisition  of  Mr.  CuUom  of  $10,000,  in  his  letter  of 
Aogust  29,  1856 ;  and  you  are  informed  that  no  part  of  the  draft 
remitted  to  him  yesterday  can  be  applied  legally  towards  the  payment 
of  any  part  of  that  requisition. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
William  P.  Ingram,  Esq., 

Chief  Clerk  House  of  Bepreaentatives. 


B  No.  16. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office^  September  27,  1856. 

Sir  :  Upon  a  comparison  of  the  list  of  names  in  table  No.  1,  returned 
in  your  letter  of  to-day,  with  the  original  list,  an  omission  has  been 
found  to  have  been  made  by  the  clerk  who  made  the  copy  of  the  name 
of  ''James  S.  Magee,"  $250  j  and  an  error  in  the  amount  placed  oppo- 
site the  name  of  "James  R.  Florence"  of  $50 — which  make  up  the 
difference,  $300,  as  noted  in  your  letter,  and  makes  the  aggregate 

amount  on  said  list • $24,225 

Deduct  for  James  G-.  C.  Kennedy 250 

23,975 

which  agrees  with  the  amount  of  the  draft  received  by  you  in  my  letter 
of  yesterday. 

1  regret  the  mistake  should  have  occurred.  I  return  the  list  here- 
with, corrected. 

Respectfully  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Comptroller, 

William  P.  Ingram,  Esq., 

Chief  Clerk,  dc. 
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B  No.  11. 

Office  House  of  Keps.  United  States, 

October  1,  1856. 

Sir:  I  am  informed  by  a  letter  from  the  Comptroller,  dated  Sep- 
tember 27,  1856,  that  ^Hhe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  not  given 
instructions  to  advance  any  part  of  the  requisition  of  Mr.  CuUom  of 
$10,000  in  his  letter  of  August  29, 1856,  and  that  no  part  of  the  draft 
remitted  to  him  (Mr.  CuUom)  can  be  applied  legally  towards  the  pay- 
ment of  any  part  of  that  requisition." 

From  this  it  is  inferred  that  you  have  not  yet  decided  the  question 
some  time  since  raised  by  Mr.  Whittlesey,  denying  the  right  of  the 
clerk  to  make  the  payment  contemplated  by  the  second  branch  of  the 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  August  15,  1856. 

That  such  a  doubt  should  have  arisen  in  the  mind  of  the  Comp- 
troller, and  especially  in  view  of  the  legislation  on  that  subject  con- 
tained in  the  act  of  August  18,  1856,  has  not  only  surprised  every 
employe  of  the  House,  but  every  member  of  Congress  who  has  been 
informed  of  it  has  expressed  equal  surprise. 

Having  every  confidence  that  it  is  your  desire  to  carry  out  the 
wishes  of  the  House,  if  you  can  do  so  consistently  with  duty,  your 
attention  is  respectfully  invited  to  the  language  both  of  the  resolution 
of  August  15  and  the  act  of  August  18 

You  will  observe  that,  by  the  resolution,  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives have  expressed  their  desire  that  the  two  classes  of  their  employes 
shall  receive  additional  compensation,  and  that  such  compensation 
shall  be  paid  by  their  clerk  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House. 

By  the  act  it  is  provided  that  *'  to  enable  the  clerk  to  pay  the  addi- 
tional compensation" — not  the  usual  extra  compensation  only,  but 
that  and  the  20  per  cent. — "authorized  by  the  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  August  15, 1856,  a  sum  sufficient  for  that 
purpose  is  appropriated,"  and — that  the  desire  of  the  House  may  be 
complied  with  as  to  the  payment  out  of  their  contingent  fund,  and 
consequently  under  the  control  of  their  Committee  of  Accounts — 
"  added  to  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House." 

The  Comptroller  is  understood  to  have  expressed  the  opinion  that  a 
resolution  of  one  House,  in  contravention  of  an  existing  law,  cannot 
be  executed,  and  that  such  is  the  case  in  the  present  instance,  for  that 
the  employes  embraced  in  the  second  branch  of  the  resolution  of 
August  15  received  the  benefits  of  a  joint  resolution,  approved 
July  20,  1854,  which  provides  ^^that  the  usual  extra  compmscUion 
shall  not  hereafter  be  allowed  to  any  person  receiving  the  benefits  of  tJiis 
joint  resolution," 

It  is  believed  that  the  power  of  esuch  branch  of  the  legislative  de- 
partment over  its  own  contingent  fund,  like  that  of  the  President  over 
the  secret  service  fund,  has  never  before  been  questioned.  By  the  acts 
of  August  23  and  26,  1842,  (Stat,  at  Large,  vol.  x,  pp.  510,  525,) 
every  officer  or  other  person  in  any  branch  of  the  public  service  is  pro- 
hibited from  receiving  additional  compensation.  But  when  has  it  ever 
been  disputed  that  either  House  of  Congress  may  devote  a  part  of  ita 
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contingent  fund  to  snch  an  object?  On  the  contrary^  the  jonrnals  o 
both  HooBes  are  full  of  cases  where  the  (n)ntingent  fund  of  one  or  the 
other  HoQBe  was  thus  deroted,  and  it  may  be  added  that  the  accounts 
therefor  were,  without  exception,  allowed  at  the  Comptroller's  office. 
The  rules  of  both  Houses  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  committee 
"to  audit  and  control  the  contingent  expenses"  of  their  respective 
Housefl. 

But  waiving  the  question  as  to  the  right  of  either  House  to  direct 
the  manner  of  disposing  of  its  contingent  fund — to  the  extent  even  of 
paying  additional  compensation  to  its  employes,  who  are  prohibited 
by  law  from  receiving  the  same— it  is  respectfully  submitted  that  the 
right  to  make  the  proposed  payment  is  claimed  upon  higher  grounds. 
In  the  present  case,  not  only  is  there  the  resolution  of  the  House,  ex- 
pressing its  intention  and  wishes,  but  there  is,  besides,  the  solemn  act 
of  Congress,  making  an  appropriation  to  carry  out  the  resolution,  and 
thereby  ratifying  and  confirming  the  intention  and  wishes  of  the 
House. 

It  ifl  not  proposed  to  pay  the  second  branch  of  the  resolution  out  of 
the  generai  fund  for  contingencies  of  the  House,  but  out  of  that  par- 
ticular portion  of  the  contingent  fund  which  has  been  expressly 
appropriated  and  set  apart  for  that  purpose  by  the  act  of  August  18th. 
And  it  is  conceived  that  the  question  that  properly  arises  is,  that  the 
House  of  Representatives  having  directed  certain  payments  to  be  made, 
and  Congress  having  subsequently  sanctioned  the  same  and  made  an 
appropriation  therefor,  may  not  such  payments  be  made,  even  though 
there  does  stand  upon  the  statute  book  a  law  prohibiting  it? 

It  has  been  stated  that  the  intention  of  the  Congress  which  passed 
the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1864,  evidently  was  to  break  up  a 
practice,  which  had  previously  prevailed,  of  voting  additional  com- 
pensation. Admitting  such  to  be  the  case,  it  may  be  inquired  whether 
it  is  not  as  manifestly  the  intention  of  the  present  Congress,  which 
passed  the  act  of  August  18th,  that  (for  the  present  occasion  at  least) 
the  practice  shall  be  revived  ?  And  is  not  the  intention  as  expressed 
by  tae  present  Congress,  according  to  every  rule  of  le^al  construction, 
to  prevail  over  that  of  a  former  Congress  ?  Surely  it  cannot  be  re- 
quired that  Congress  should  have  repealed  the  prohibition  contained 
in  the  former  law,  when  it  is  superseded  by  the  inconsistent  enactment 
of  the  subsequent  law.  Such  have  not  been  the  requirements  of  the 
Comptroller's  office  hereto/ore.  For,  in  looking  through  the  tenth 
volume  of  the  Statutes  at  Large,  numerous  cases  Tike  the  following  are 
found,  viz : 

'^  For  additional  compensation  to  the  disbursing  clerk  and  draughts- 
men in  the  Patent  office,  the  sum  of  $300  each,  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
Patent  office  fund."— page  96. 

**  For  the  payment  of  Theodore  S.  Fay,  of  the  difference  between 
the  salary  of  a  secretary  of  legation  and  a  oharg6  d'  affaires,  during 
the  time  on  various  occasions  h(.*  discharged  the  duties  of  the  latter 
office  at  Prussia,  $4,034  yVff  i-"— pag«  203. 

All  of  which  arein  contravention  ot  the  acts  of  1842,heretofore  referred 
to,  and  all  of  which  are  understood  to  have  been  paid,  and  settled  at  the 
Comptroller's  office.  And  it  would  seem  that  they  were  legally  and 
properly  paid,  for  it  is  found  upon  looking  at  the  opinion  of  Attomey 
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General  John  Y.  Mason,  in  the  case  of  a  clerk  in  the  Pension  office 
sahmitted  to  him,  he  says,  after  referring  to  the  prohibitions  contained 
in  the  aforesaid  acts  of  1842,  (Opinions  Attorneys  General,  ^.  1777,) 
*'The  salary  given  to  a  clerk  by  law  for  his  official  services  is  in  full 
satisfaction  of  extra  services  which  he  may  render.  To  this  rale  there 
are  exceptions,  where  Congress  shall  make  appropriation  for  such  extra 
oompensationj  or  where  such  extra  allowance  or  compensation  shall  be 
authorised  by  law."  Thus  covering  not  gnly  the  cases  just  recited, 
but  the  very  case  under  consideration. 

It  is  understood  that  the  Comptroller  suggests  a  further  difficulty 
in  the  fact  that  the  amount  of  the  appropriation  for  the  additionid 
compensation  is  indefinite.  To  this  it  would  seem  to  be  sufficient  to 
reply  that  appropriations  for  such  objects  are  usually  of  that  character; 
and  reference  is  respectfully  made  to  the  Statutes  at  Large,  volume 
X,  pages  97,  189,  276,  595,  and  724,  in  all  which  cases  it  will  be 
found  that  indefinite  appropriations  are  made  for  additional  compensa- 
tion to  employes  in  the  executive  or  legislative  departments. 

It  has  been  alleged  that  the  compensation  of  the  employes  under 
the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854,  was  thereby  increased  twenty 
per  cent.,  and  that  it  is  now  proposed  to  increase  it  by  an  additiontd 
twenty  per  cent.  Such  is  not  the  case ;  for  at  the  time  the  regular 
compensation  was  increased  twenty  per  cent.,  the  usual  extra  compen- 
sation which  had  been  previously  allowed  for  ten  or  twelve  years  was 
taken  off,  and  in  the  aggregate  there  was  little  or  no  change  effected 
by  the  joint  resolution ;  indeed,  several  employes  were,  in  fact,  re- 
duced by  its  operation.  The  additional  compensation  now  proposed 
is  really  the  first  actual  increase  for  many  years ;  and  may  it  not  be 
reasonably  supposed  that  the  reasons  which  suggested  an  increase  in 
the  compensation  of  members  of  Congress  may  have  operated  in  favor 
of  increasing  that  of  their  employes? 

May  I  not,  in  conclusion,  request  that  this  subject  will  receive  your 
earliest  convenient  attention  ? 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  P.  INGRAM. 

Hon.  Jabies  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


B  No.  18. 

Office  Clerk  House  of  Representatives  U.  S. 

Octofter  10, 1856. 

Sir  :  Many  persons  embraced  in  the  resolution  of  August  15,  1856, 

and  on  account  of  which  a  requisition  for  ten  thousand  dollars  was 

drawn  of  August  29,  are  anxious  to  know  your  conclusions  in  relation 

to  the  same. 

You  are  respectfully  requested  to  let  me  hear  from  you  on  this  subject. 

Very  respectfully, 

W.  P.  INGRAM, 
Chief  Clerk  House  of  Bepresentatives  U.  S. 
Hon.  James  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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B  No.  19. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller' 8  Office^  October  15,  1856. 

Sm:  The  letter  of  William  P.  Ingram,  esq.,  chief  clerk  in  the 
office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  addressed  to  you  on 
the  Ist  instant,  containing  his  statement  and  argument  in  regard  to 
the  last  clause  of  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
August  15,  1856,  allowing  compensation  to  other  employes  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  was  referred  to  this  office  on  the  7th.  As 
the  reference  was  general,  I  was  not  aware,  until  yesterday,  that  a 
reply  was  expected  or  desired. 

In  regard  to  that  clause  of  the  resolution  of  August  15  to  which 
Mr.  Ingram  refers,  I  submitted  a  paper  to  you  expressive  of  my 
opinion  on  the  1st  day  of  September. 

Mr.  Ingram  says :  '^  The  Comptroller  is  understood  to  have  expressed 
the  opinion  that  a  resolution  of  one  house  in  contravention  of  an 
existing  law  cannot  be  executed,  and  that  such  is  the  case  in  the 
present  instance.'' 

Mr.  Ingram  says,  further :  '^  It  is  believed  that  the  power  of  each 
branch  of  the  legislative  department  over  its  own  contingent  fund, 
like  that  of  the  President  over  the  secret  service  fund,  has  never  been 
questioned." 

8o  far  as  I  know  or  believe,  this  is  the  first  time  that  power  was 
ever  assumed  to  pertain  to  the  functions  of  either  House,  and  if  such 
be  the  fact,  the  conclusion  may  be  quite  correct  that  it  has  ^^  never 
been  questioned." 

The  President,  by  virtue  of  his  office,  has  no  such  power,  and  it  is 
expressly  delegated  by  law. 

The  third  section  of  an  act  approved  May  1, 1810,  volume  2,  at  page 
609,  is  as  follows :  ^^  That  where  any  sum  or  sums  of  money  shall  be 
drawn  from  the  treasury  under  any  law  making  appropriations  for  the 
contingent  expenses  of  intercourse  between  the  United  States  and 
foreign  nations,  the  President  shall  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  authorized 
to  cause  the  same  to  be  duly  settled  annually  with  the  accounting 
officers  of  the  treasury,  in  the  manner  following :  that  is  to  say,  by 
causing  the  same  to  be  accounted  for  specially,  in  all  instances  wherein 
the  expenditures  thereof  may,  in  his  judgment,  be  made  public,  and 
by  making  a  certificate  of  the  amount  of  such  expenditures  as  he  may 
think  it  advisable  not  to  specify  ;  and  every  such  certificate  shall  be 
deemed  a  sufficient  voucher  for  the  sum  or  sums  therein  expressed  to 
liave  been  expended." 

Congress  having  ascertained  from  experience  there  were  occasions 
where  the  expenditure  of  money  in  the  intercourse  between  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  and  foreign  nations  should  not  be  made 
Soblio,  vested  the  power  in  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
edde  when  the  contingent  expense  of  said  intercourse  should  be 
settled  on  vouchers,  as  in  other  cases,  and  when  the  public  interest 
required  that  the  particulars  of  the  expenditure  should  not  be  spread 
upon  the  public  records  nor  filed  with  the  public  accounts.     This  dis- 
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cretion  was,  from  high  considerations  of  propriety  and  State  policy, 
intrusted  to  the  highest  officer  elected  by  the  people  under  the  consti- 
tution, and  an  examination  would  show  the  discretion  has  been  cau- 
tiously exercised  generally. 

From  the  commencement  of  President  Jackson's  administration  on 
the  4th  March,  1829,  to  the  close  of  Mr.  Van  Buren's  administration 
on  the  3d  March,  1841,  all  the  accounts  charged  upon  the  appropria- 
tion for  the  contingent  expenses  of  foreign  intercourse  were  settled  on 
vouchers,  and  made  as  public  as  other  accounts. 

I  am  not  able  to  see  the  analogy  of  the  case  cited.  The  President 
is  clothed  with  the  power  to  spend  a  contingent  fund  at  his  disciretion 
in  his  intercourse  with  foreign  governments,  because  he  represents  the 
United  States  in  forming  treaties,  and  it  might  be  important  to  obtain 
information  from  private  sources  that  would  involve  the  expenditure 
of  money,  good  faith  requires  that  the  source  of  the  information 
should  not  be  publicly  known. 

The  House  of  Representatives  has  no  such  power  conferred  by  law 
over  its  contingent  fund,  nor  is  there  any  State  policy  for  keeping  the* 
expenditure  of  the  fund  secret.  The  theory  of  this  government  is, 
that  power  not  delegated  is  in  the  people,  and  they  have  a  right  to 
know  what  their  representatives  do  with  their  money.  In  the  early 
history  of  the  government  appropriations  were  of  a  very  general 
character,  leaving  much  to  discretion  in  exi)ending  the  money  in 
regard  to  detail. 

Mr.  Jefferson,  in  his  first  annual  message,  said  :  *'  In  our  case,  too, 
of  the  public  contributions  intrusted  to  our  discretion,  it  would  be 
prudent  to  multiply  barriers  against  their  dissipation,  by  appropria- 
ting specific  sums  to  every  specific  purpose  susceptible  of  definition  ; 
by  disallowing  all  applications  of  money  varying  from  the  appropria- 
tion in  object  or  transcending  it  in  amount ;  by  reducing  the  unde- 
fined  fidd  of  eontingendes,  and  thereby  circumscribing  discretionary 
power  over  money  ;  and  by  bringing  back  to  a  single  department  all 
accountabilities  for  money,  where  the  examinations  may  be  prompt, 
efficacious,  and  uniform." 

Mr.  Jefferson,  in  1801,  discovered  there  was  an  undefined  field  of 
contingencies  against  which  he  thought  it  prudent  to  multiply  barriers; 
but  at  that  time  the  doctrine  was  not  broached  that  one  house  of  Con- 
gress had  a  constitutional  right  to  increase  the  salaries  of  officers, 
fixed  and  established  by  law,  by  a  resolution  to  pay  the  increase  from 
a  contingent  fund.  Mr.  Ingram  says  :  '^  That  such  a  doubt  should 
have  arisen  in  the  mind  of  the  Comptroller,  and  especially  in  view  of 
the  legislation  on  that  subject  contained  in  the  act  of  August  18, 
1856,  has  not  only  surprised  every  employ^  of  the  house,  but  every 
member  of  Congress  who  has  been  informed  of  it  has  expressed  equal 
«ur  prise." 

The  natural  inference  from  this  remark,  as  to  the  members,  is,  that 
the  subject  was  deliberately  discussed  and  considered  ;  and  I  hope  it 
may  not  be  deemed  to  be  foreign  to  the  subject  to  copy  the  proceed- 
ings on  the  occasion  of  adopting  the  resolution.  Before  doing  which 
I  copy  an  inquiry  propounded  by  Mr.  Ingram,  in  these  words  :  '*  And 
may  it  not  be  reasonably  supposed  that  the  reasons  which  suggested 
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if 


'  Mr.  Jones.     I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays.     The  yeas  and  nays 
were  not  ordered.     The  rules  were  suspended. 

'^  Mr.  Kunkel.    I  call  for  the  previous  question  on  the  adoption  of" 
the  resolution. 

'^  The  previous  question  was  seconded ,  and  the  main  question  was 
ordered  to  be  put. 

'*  Mr.  Jones,  of  Tennessee.  I  move  to  lay  the  resolution  upon  the 
table. 

<<  The  motion  was  disagreed  to.  The  resolution  was  then  agreed, 
to." 

Amendments  were  precluded  and  debate  denied  by  the  potent  power 
of  the  previous  question,  in  each  case  ;  and  the  proceedings  were  so 
similar  that  Mr.  Ingram,  with  much  propriety,  unites  them  in  brother- 
hood. 

Those  embraced  in  the  fore  part  of  the  resolution,  and  referied  to 
as  a  class  of  employes  who  have  received  the  usual  extra  compensation, 
have  been  paid  $23,975,  because  they  are  not  excluded  by  the  resolu- 
tion of  July  20,  1854,  from  receiving  extra  compensation,  not  having 
been  relieved  by  its  provisions. 

Mr.  Ingram  having  argued  the  question  that  each  House  has  an 
undoubted  right  to  expend  its  contingent  fund  in  paying  officers  whose 
compensations  are  fixed  by  law,  notwithstanding  the  joint  resolution 
of  July  20,  1864,  forbids  it  as  to  those  who  were  paid  twenty  per  cent, 
under  it,  he  waives  the  point,  and  respectfully  submits  that  the  right 
to  m&ke  the  proposed  payment  is  claimed  on  *'  higher  grounds." 
These  <' higher  grounds"  are,  that  Congress  appropriated  a  sum  of 
money  sufficient  to  pay  all  the  employes  embraced  in  the  resolution  of 
the  House  of  Kepresentatives  of  August  15, 1856.  The  appropriation 
is  as  follows :  ''To  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  pay  additional  compensation  to  its  employes  and  others,  authorized 
by  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  August  15, 1856, 
a  sum  sufficient  for  that  purpose  is  hereby  appropriated  out  of  any 
money  not  otherwise  appropriated,  and  is  hereby  added  to  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  House  of  Representatives." — (Sess.  laws,  p.  90.) 

Who  is  authorized  to  receive  the  twenty  per  cent,  is  the  question  at 
issue.  If  one  House  cannot  repeal  a  law,  tnen  those  in  the  class  that 
were  paid  under  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20, 1854,  are  not  embraced 
in  the  appropriation  clause  cited.  It  is  contended  that  the  words  in 
the  resolution  of  August  15,  1856,  ''  and  to  the  other  employes  of  the 
House  ,re8pectively,"  embrace  theClerk,  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  Door- 
keeper, and  all  other  officers  not  within  the  first  branch  of  the  resolu- 
tion. Supposing  it  had  included  these  words :  ''  and  the  employes  of 
the  executive  departments,"  would  the  salary  of  each  of  the  heads  of 
the  departments,  and  all  in  their  respective  departments,  have  been 
increased  twenty  per  cent.,  and  made  legal  because  the  appropriation 
clause  was  the  act  of  both  Houses  and  the  President? 

The  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  is  not  an  officer  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  ;  nor  is  any  person  in  his  office  under  the  control 
of  the  House.  He  is  appointed  by  the  President,  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  and  his  compensation  is  fixed  and  established 
by  law  ;  but  the  House  has  embraced  him  and  his  clerks  in  the  words 
following:  ''and  the  other  employes  of  the  House,  respectively,  in- 
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eluding  those  employed  in  the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing,"  &c.  If  the  salaries  of  the  Clerk,  Bergeant-at-Arms,  Door- 
keeper, and  other  officers  of  the  House,  are  increased  by  virtue  of  the 
resolution  of  August  15,  1856,  and  the  appropriating  clause  copied 
above,  so  is  the  salary  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  in- 
creased, and  the  salaries  of  those  in  his  office.  Mr.  Ingram  says : 
''And  it  is  conceived  that  the  question  that  properly  arises  is,  that 
the  House  of  Representatives  having  directed  certain  payments  to  be 
made,  and  Cbngress  having  subsequently  sanctioned  the  same  and 
made  an  anpropriation  therefor^  may  not  such  payments  be  made, 
even  thoagh  there  does  stand  upon  the  statute  book  a  law  prohibiting 
it?" 

My  answer  is,  if  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  does  an  act  within 
its  legal  and  constitutional  sphere,  and  money  is  appropriated  by  law 
to  carry  the  act  into  effect,  the  payment  may  be  made  notwithstand- 
ing a  prohibitory  law,  because  the  last  law  would  repeal  the  former  ; 
but  the  case  put  is  not  parallel  to  the  one  under  copsideration,  and  to 
make  it  such  the  principle  must  be  established  that  one  House  can 
repeal  a  law ;  and  if  it  cannot,  no  appropriation  is  made  to  increase 
the  salaries  of  the  officers  mentioned,  nor  is  any  sanction  given  by  the 
appropriation  clause  to  the  attempt  to  increase  them. 

The  assumption  that  Congress  intended  to  increase  the  salaries  of 
these  officers  I  think  is  without  foundation,  for  the  following  reasons : 

1st.  If  such  had  been  the  intention  it  would  have  been  so  stated 
expressly  to  avoid  the  prohibition  of  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20, 
1854. 

2d.  Considering  the  compensation  now  given  to  these  officers,  and 
the  limited  period  they  are  performing  active  service,  and  considering 
the  compensation  given  to  the  officers  in  the  executive  departments  of 
the  government,  and  the  service  performed  by  them  during  the  whole 
year  without  intermission,  except  an  occasional  leave  of  absence^  it 
cannot  be  presumed  that  Congress,  legislating  for  both  of  these  classes, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  officers  of  the  army  and  navy,  would  select  those 
about  them,  and  merely  from  that  circumstance  increase  their  salaries 
and  neglect  the  others.  It  has  the  constitutional  power  to  do  so  ;  but 
whenever  such  power  shall  be  exercised  I  think  it  will  be  in  such 
language  as  will  be  understood  and  the  offices  designated,  the  in- 
cumbents of  which  may  be  benefitted,  that  the  people  may  have  an 
opportunity  to  know,  through  the  publications  required  by  law,  the 
compensation  allowed  to  each  officer. 

3a.  If  the  Senate  had  apprehended  that  by  passing  the  clause  in 
the  appropriation  act  cited  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  House 
were  increased,  it  would  have  included  their  own  officers,  so  as  to  have 
kept  them  upon  a  footing  of  equality.  Such  equality  was  maintained 
by  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854,  which,  among  other  things, 
provided,  ^'  That  the  officers,  clerks,  messengers,  and  other  employes 
in  the  legislative  department  of  the  government,  shall  be  paid  an  in- 
creased compensation  of  twenty  per  cent,  upon  the  compensation  now 
received  by  them,  respectively,  and  the  messengers  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  shall  not  receive  less  than  is  allowed  to  messengers  of 
the  Senate  of  the  same  class."— (Vol.  10,  p.  694.)    The  salaries  of 
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the  officers  and  clerks  of  the  Honse  ranged  equally,  or  nearly  so,  as 
will  appear  by  the  act  of  appropriation  approved  August  18,  1856. — 
(Chapter  162,  pp.  102-3,  Pamphlet  Laws.) 

A  tabular  statement  will  accompany  this,  showing  said  equality  as 
fixed  by  law,  and  a  column  will  denote  the  increase  claim^  by  the 
clerks  and  officers  of  the  House  under  the  resolution  of  August 
15,  1866. 

The  civil  appropriation  bill  being  under  consideration  in  the  Senate 
on  the  15th  of  August,  an  amendment,  No.  46,  was  ofifered  and  agreed 
to,  as  follows : 

^*  For  additional  compensation  and  mileage  of  senators  to  the  pre- 
sent Congress,  $178,128. 

^^  For  additional  compensation  and  mileage  of  the  members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  delegates  from  Territories  for  the  pre- 
sent Congress,  $773,432." 

When  the  bill  and  amendments  were  taken  up  in  the  House,  it  was 
proposed  to  non-concur  in  the  amendments,  without  reading  them,  so 
as  to  ask  for  a  committee  of  conference. 

Objections  w^re^made  to  the  proposition,  and  Mr.  Stanton^  of  Ohio, 
wished  the  amendments  read,  and  notified  the  House  that  they 
involved  the  sum  of  four  or  five  millions.  It  was  ordered,  after  some 
eonversation,  that  the  previous  question  be  called,  and  the  amend- 
ments read.  The  reading  was  proceeded  with  to  the  twenty- third 
amendment,  inclusive,  when  Mr.  Campbell,  of  Ohio,  chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  said  :  *^  I  move  that  the  remainder  of 
the  amendments,  some  fifty-four,  be  non-concurred  in  en  maaae^  with  a 
view  of  having  a  committee  of  conference,  which  must  be  had,  sooner 
er  later,  on  these  amendments." 

The  motion  was  entertained  by  unanimous  consent,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  of  conference  was  appointed. 

The  said  amendment  of  the  Senate  for  additional  compensation  for 
senators,  members,  and  delegates,  as  copied  above,  had  not  been 
reached,  when  Mr.  Campbell  moved  for  the  non-concurrence  as  to  the 
fifty-four  amendments  of  the  Senate,  and  was  not  read,  but  was  non- 
concurred  in,  and  so  reported  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Cullom,  the  Clerk 
of  the  House. 

The  committee  of  conference  could  not  agree,  and  a  second  one  was 
appointed. 

That  committee  reported  on  the  18th  of  August.  In  regard  to  the 
ibrty-sixth  amendment,  thecommittee  recommended  as  follows:  '^  That 
the  House  do  concur  in  the  forty-sixth  amendment  of  the  Senate,  which 
is  as  follows : 

' '  For  additional  compensation  and  mileage  of  members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  and  delegates  from  Territories,  $773,432. 

^^  And,  to  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  pay 
the  additional  compensation  to  its  employes  and  others  authorized  by 
the  resolution  of  the  Honse  of  August  15,  1856,  and  a  sum  sufficient 
for  that  purpose  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  anv  money  in  the  trea- 
sury not  otherwise  appropriated,  and  is  hereby  added  to  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  House  of  Representatives." 

The  report  having  been  read,  a  motion  for  the  previous  question 
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was  made  and  sustained,  and  the  report  was  adopted^7eas  181, 
Mjs  79. 

These  results  appear  from  this  part  of  the  examination  of  the 
Joarnal : 

Ist.  That  the  Senate  amended  the  hill  from  the  House  by  providing 
additional  pay  and  mileage  for  the  Senate  to  the  amount  of  $178,432. 

2d.  For  the  members  of  the  House  and  delegates,  $773,432. 

3d.  That  the  House  non-concurred  in  said  amendment,  which  was 
treated  by  the  Senate  as  a  single  one,  although  it  contained  two 
clauses. 

4th  That  the  committee  of  conference  divided  it,  designating  the 
first  clause  number  forty-five,  and  the  second  clause  number  forty-six. 

5th.  That  to  the  amendment  No.  46  was  attached  the  said  amend- 
ment, commencing  with  the  words,  '^  And  to  enable  the  Clerk,"  &c.y 
IS  copied  above. 

6th.  That  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  so  divided  by  the  committee 
of  conference,  and  designated  No.  46  and  No.  46,  was  concurred  in 
by  the  House. 

I  referred  to  these  proceedings  with  the  hope  that  I  should  find 
something  to  show  it  was  the  intention  to  increase  the  salaries  of  the 
officers  now  claiming  they  are  entitled  to  20  per  cent,  on  their  com- 
pensation, by  reason  of  the  appropriation  clause  cited,  which  was 
added  to  the  46th  amendment  of  the  Senate,  and  I  regret  to  express 
my  disappointment.  There  is  nothing  to  show  by'  the  appropriation 
clause  that  either  House  contemplated  to  increase  the  salaries  of  officers 
that  had  been  fixed  by  law.  It  was  added  to  an  amendment  of  the 
Senate  by  a  committee  of  conference,  and  passed  under  the  previous 
question,  without  the  opportunity  to  make  an  inquiry  or  to  give  an 
explanation.  I  cannot  believe  a  mere  appropriation  clause,  general 
in  its  character,  without  any  specification,  repeals  a  prohibitory  law, 
enacted  to  correct  what  was  believed  to  be  a  great  abuse,  and  consid- 
ered with  great  care. 

On  the  16th,  the  day  after  the  House  passed  the  resolution  men- 
ttooed  above,  an  efibrt  was  made  in  the  Senate  to  make  similar  pro- 
vision for  the  employes  of  the  Senate : 

^*  Mr.  Clayton.  I  desire  to  offer  a  resolution,  to  which  I  suppose 
there  will  be  no  objection,  and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration  : 

^^  Rudvedy  That  there  be  allowed  and  paid  to  each  of  the  employes 
of  the  Senate,  and  in  the  Congressional  Library,  the  same  compensa- 
tion that  is  allowed  to  the  employes  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
by  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  15th  August,  1856,  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  under  the  direction  of  the  com- 
mittee to  audit  and  control  the  same." 

**  Mr.  Hunter.     I  object." 

"  The  President  joro  <e?iiporc.  The  resolution  cannot  now  be  con- 
sidered." 

Afterwards,  on  the  same  day^  the  Senate  having  under  considera- 
tion a  resolution  and  amendments  authorizing  various  committees  to 
retain  their  clerks  during  the  recess  of  Congress,  and  some  committees 
to  appoint  clerks,  Mr.  Bigler  said : 

^*  I  wish  to  offer  an  amendment  to  add  to  the  resolution  : 
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'^  That  tlere  be  allowed  and  paid  to  each  of  the  employes  of  the 
Senate  the  same  compensation  that  is  allowed  to  the  employes  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  by  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  16th  of  August,  1856,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate,  under  the  direction  of  the  committee  to  audit  and 
control  the  same." — (Globe,  page  2,225.) 

Shortly  after,  the  presiding  officer  said  : 

^^  The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
vania," (Mr.  Bigler.) 

*'The  amendment  was  agreed  to." — (Globe,  page  2,225.) 

Other  amendments  were  made,  and  the  presiding  officer  announced : 

^'  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution  as  amended  : 

**  Yeas  18,  nays  15." — (Same  page.) 

Some  little  business  was  transacted,  and  the  yeas  and  nays  were 
taken  on  a  motion  made  by  Mr.  Hunter  to  appoint  another  committee 
of  conference  on  a  disagreement  of  the  two  Houses  on  an  amendment 
to  the  army  bill,  when  Mr.  Bigler  said : 

"  I  offer  the  following  resolution,  the  effect  of  which  will  be  to  give 
20  per  cent,  to  the  subordinate  employes : 

'^  Beaolvedf  That  there  be  allowed  and  paid  to  each  of  the  employes 
of  the  Senate  the  same  compensation  that  is  allowed  to  the  employes 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  by  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  15th  of  August,  1856,  to  be  paid  out  of  the  con- 
tingent fund  of  the  Senate,  under  the  direction  of  the  Committee  to 
Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate." 

^'Mr.  Hunter.  I  am  not  for  considering  that  resolution  now.  I 
think  we  passed  a  law  raising  their  salaries  a  few  years  ago  and  added 
twenty  per  cent,  to  the  salary. 

^'  Presiding  officer,  (Mr.  Toombs.)  It  requires  unanimous  consent 
to  consider  the  resolution." 

'*Mr.  Mason.     I  object." 

"  Presiding  officer.     Then  it  lies  over."— (Globe,  page  2,226.) 

It  thus  appears  that  a  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Senate  con- 
taining an  amendatory  clause  offered  by  Mr.  Bigler,  providing  for  the 
employes  of  the  Senate,  and  within  a  short  time  thereafter,  that  the 
same  senator  offered  the  same  proposition  as  an  original  resolution, 
only  varying  in  this,  that  in  the  amendment  after  the  words  ^^  to 
audit  and  control,"  the  words  ^^  the  same"  follow  ;  and  in  the  distinct 
resolution  the  words  '^  the  same"  are  substituted  by  the  words  y  the 
contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate."  Immediately  after  the  presiding 
officer  announced  that  the  resolution  '^  lies  over,"  as  stated  above,  Mr. 
Adams  moved  a  reconsideration  of  the  resolution  adopted  by  the  Senate 
in  regard  to  the  employment  of  clerks  of  committees,  which  he  under- 
stood gave  more  than  was  the  intention  of  the  Senate.  The  Journal 
says: 

'^  The  resolution,  as  it  was  adopted,  was  read  as  follows : 

**  Iteadvedy  That  such  of  the  committees  of  the  Senate  as  deem  it 
expedient  may  continue  their  clerks  during  the  recess  at  a  salary  of 
$1,600  per  annum." 

Mr.  Adams  said:  "  If  I  understand  it,  they  are  still  to  be  entitled 
to  six  dollars  a  day,  and  then  to  receive  pay  at  the  rate  of  $1,500 
during  the  vacation,"  &c. 
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After  some  remarks  by  Mr.  Mason  '^  ^he  motion  to  reconsider  was 

agreed  to. 
"  Mr.  Mason.     I  move  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table. 
'^  Mr.  Toombs  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn^  which  was  agreed  to 

at 4.15  o'clock  a.  m..  Sabbath  morniog.'' 
On  Monday,  the  18th,  ^'  Mr.  Wright,  from  the  Committee  to  Audit 

and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of  the  Senate^  to  whom  was  re- 
ferred the  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Biggs  on  the  16th  instant  to 

aothorize  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims  to  continue  the  em- 

plojment  of  their  clerk  during  the  recess,"  &c.,  &c.,  reported  it  with 
an  amendment  to  add  to  the  resolution  the  words,  ^*He  shall  be 
allowed  therefor  the  same  pro  rata  compensation  that  is  paid  to  the 
clerk  of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

''  The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

^'  Mr.  Trumbull.  I  give  notice  that  I  shall  object  to  all  resolutions 
coming  here  to  pay  clerks  in  that  way ;  and  if  it  is  not  too  late,  I 
wish  to  object  to  the  coosideration  of  this  resolution. 

'^  He  was  informed  it  was  too  late  to  obiect,  &c. 

''  Mr.  Toombs.  What  has  become  of  the  general  resolution  on  the 
same  subject  ? 

"  The  President,  pro  tempore.  The  vote  on  its  passage  was  recon- 
sidered, and  it  is  still  before  the  Senate  as  unfinished  business. 

*^  Mr.  Toombs.  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not,  in  the  last  hours  of  the 
session,  pass  any  such  resolution  as  this.  I  move  to  lay  it  on  the 
table,  or  shall  do  it  before  I  take  my  seat.  If  it  is  necessary  to  change 
the  salary  of  our  employes,  we  have  had  several  months  in  which  to  do 
it — abundance  of  time ;  and  why  should  we  do  it  now  when  we  have 
public  business — appropriation  bills  of  the  most  urgent  necessity — 
Wore  us?  Why  should  we  be  called  upon  here  to  be  fixing  this 
matter  now,  as  we  were  on  Saturday  night  to  pass  a  resolution  to 
give  one-half  of  the  senators'  private  clerks  at  the  rate  of  $1,500  a 
year  ?  This  is  part  of  the  same  system.  1  move  to  lay  the  resolution 
on  the  table. 

<<  The  motion  was  agreed  to." 

There  is  apparently  error  in  the  Journal,  if  I  correctly  understand  it. 

The  resolution  to  which  was  attached  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Bigler, 
adopted  as  mentioned  above,  was  not  reconsidered,  but,  instead  of 
said  resolution  having  been  read  when  Mr.  Adams  moved  a  recon- 
sideration, another  and  separate  proposition  was  read,  and  the  vote  of 
reconsideration  was  on  that. 

'^The  main  resolution,"  as  it  was  designated  afterwards  by  Mr. 
Toombs  in  inquiring  after  its  condition,  was  not  reconsidered,  but 
now  stands  as  the  action  of  the  Senate. 

The  proceedings  of  the  Senate  thus  stood  at  the  close  of  the  1st 
session  of  the  34th  Congress  in  regard  to  this  subject. 

On  the  21st  day  of  August,  the  first  day  of  the  session  convened  by 
the  proclamation  of  the  President,  Mr.  Bell,  of  Tennessee,  said :  ^'  I 
am  requested  to  call  up  a  resolution  submitted  by  the  senator  from 
Delaware,  (Mr.  Clayton.)  He  is  not  able  to  be  in  his  seat  to-day,  as 
I  am  advised  by  a  note.    It  is  a  resolution  proposing  to  give  the  same 
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extra  compensation  to  tbe  employes  of  the  Senate  that  has  been  given 
by  the  House  of  Representatives  to  their  employes." 

After  a  conversation  whether  it  was  proper  to  act  on  a  measure  of 
this  kind,  Mr.  Bell  withdrew  the  motion. — (Cong.  Globe,  2d  Sess., 
34th  Cong.,  pages  9  and  10.) 

On  the  30th  of  August  '*  Mr.  Bell,  of  Tennessee,  [said]  I  ask  now 
for  the  consideration  of  the  resolution  of  the  honorable  senator  from 
Delaware  (Mr.  Clayton)  in  relation  to  extra  compensation  to  employes. 

**  The  President,  pro  tempore.  The  question  is  on  the  motion  of 
the  senator  from  Tennessee  to  take  up  the  following  resolution  : 

*'  Beadved^  That  there  be  allowed  and  paid  to  each  of  the  employ^ 
of  the  Senate,  and  in  the  Congressional  Library,  the  same  compensa- 
tion that  is  allowed  to  the  employes  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
by  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  16th  of  August,  1856,  to  be 
paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  under  the  direction  of 
the  committee  to  audit  and  control  the  same." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bell,  from  Tennessee,  the  following  was  added 
as  an  amendment : 

**And  that  there  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  to  Robert 
Carter  and  Henry  Dodson,  and  to  the  folders  temporarily  employed 
in  the  service  of  the  Senate,  fifty  dollars  each.'* 

The  resolution,  as  amended  on  the  same  day,  was  adopted. 

The  resolution  refers  to  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  15th  of 
August ;  and  if  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives are  increased  twenty  per  cent.,  so  are  the  salaries  of  the  officers 
of  the  Senate. 

The  officers  of  the  Congressional  Library  are  also  included.  The 
Librarian  is  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  and  is  not  an  officer  of  the  Senate. 

The  ap^iropriation  on  which  reliance  is  placed  by  the  officers  of  the 
House  to  increase  their  compensation  does  not  embrace  the  employes 
of  the  Senate,  nor  in  the  Congressional  Library ;  so  that  if  they  are 
paid  at  all,  the  increased  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  Senate  and  of 
the  Congressional  Library  and  the  employes  of  the  Senate  and  the 
employes,  messengers,  &c.,  of  the  Congressional  Library  are  charge- 
able upon  the  ordinary  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  for  which  an 
estimate  had  been  made  for  specific  objects,  in  no  manner  connected 
with  the  expenditure  of  money  to  pay  increased  compensation  to 
officers  of  the  Senate,  nor  to  pay  increased  compensation  to  officers 
and  employes  of  the  Congressional  Library. 

Mr.  Ingram,  at  the  fifth  page  of  his  letter,  says :  It  has  been  said 
that  the  intention  of  the  Congress  which  passed  the  joint  resolution 
of  July  20, 1854,  evidently  was  to  break  up  a  practice  which  had  pre- 
viously prevailed  of  voting  additional  compensation.  Admitting  such 
to  be  the  case,  it  may  be  inquired,  whether  it  is  not  as  manifestly  the 
intention  of  the  present  Congress,  which  passed  the  act  of  August  18, 
that  (for  the  present  occasion  at  least)  the  practice  shaU  be  revived? 
And  is  not  the  intention,  as  expressed  by  the  present  Congress,  ac- 
cording to  every  rule  of  legal  construction,  to  prevail  over  that  of  a 
previous  Congress  ? 

If  Congress  had  said  that  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  House 
and  Senate,  or  of  either  of  them,  were  to  be  increased  by  an  appro- 


in  the  relief  of  the  ioint  resolution  mentioned. 

7  examination  of  the  journals  was  in  consequence  of  the  stresa 

ed  by  Mr.  Ingram  on  the  intention  of  Congress  ^  in  passing  the 

opriation  clause.     When  a  law  is  ambiffuous  resort  may  be  had 

le  journals  and  proceedings  of  the  legislature.     In  this  instance 

ne  intimated  that  salaries  were  to  be  increased. 

aving  rcTiewed  my  communication  of  the  1st  of  September,  and 

facts  connected  with  the  proceedings  of  Oongress,  so  far  as  they 

^ar  in  the  journals,  and  duly  weighed  and  considered  the  same,  I 

ot  discover  any  ground  for  changing  the  views  then  entertained 

expressed. 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
on.  Jambs  Guthrie, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
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B.— No.  20, 

Trbasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office^  December  29,  1856. 

The  House  of  Bepresentatives  haviDg,  by  its  resolution  of  the 
tant,  requested  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  commuDicate 
House  the  decision  of  the  First  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury 
e  claims  of  the  employes  of  the  House  to  extra  compensation 
le  resolution  of  said  House  of  the  first  session  of  this  Congress, 
ence  to  your  instructions  I  submit  to  you  the  following  papers 
e  you  to  comply  with  the  request  of  the  House. 
The  decision  referred  to  in  the  resolution, 
'he  copy  of  a  communication  addressed  to  you  on  the  1st  of 

last  bjW.  P.  Ingram,  Chief  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepre- 
es,  on  the  subject  of  said  resolution. 

L  review  of  the  decision  mentioned  and  a  confirmation  thereof, 
m  it  proper  to  say  that  the  Hon.  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of 
ise  of  Bepresentatives,  made  a  requisition  upon  you  on  the 
August  last  for  ten  thousand  dollars  to  enable  him  to  pay  the 
lal  compensation  to  its  employes  and  others,  '^  authorized  (as 

by  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  August 
> ;"  that  you  referred  said  requisition  to  this  office  for  its 
ktion,  as  is  usual  in  other  cases;  that  bein^  satisfied  the 
iould  not  be  legally  drawn  from  the  treasury  tor  the  purpose 
ed  in  the  requisition,  I  so  stated  in  my  communication  to  you 
St  of  September ;  that  thereafter,  on  the  1st  day  of  October, 
ineram,  esq.,  chief  clerk  in  the  office  of  the  said  Clerk,  ad- 
a  letter  to  you  on  the  subject  of  said  '^  requisition,"  which, 
(ferred  to  this  office^  my  decision  of  the  1st  of  September  was 
1  in  connexion  with  Mr.  Ingram's  argument,  and  finding  no 
r  changing  it,  I  so  stated  to  you  in  a  communication  dated 
1  of  OctoTOr.  Although  the  resolution  of  the  24th  of  this 
loes  not  refer  to  Mr.  Ingram's  argument,  I  cannot  doubt  the 
rill  desire  it  under  the  circumstances  mentioned,  and  it  seems 
»  be  due  to  those  interested  to  present  it. 
it  respectfully,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
James  Guthrie, 
ecretary  of  the  Treasury. 


B.— No.  21. 


Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  January  30,  1857. 

On  the  12th  instant,  you  referred  to  me  the  letter  of  the  Hon. 
K  Campbell,  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
louse  of  Representatives,  addressed  to  you,  bearing  same  date, 
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in  order  that  I  should  furnish  you  with  the  information  that  will 
enable  you  to  reply  to  the  following  portion  thereof,  viz : 

**  Your  letter  of  the  5th  instant,  with  the  report  of  the  Comptroller, 
have  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  and,  with  a 
view  to  elicit  such  information  as  will  enable  them  to  present  the 
question  properly  before  the  House,  I  beg  leave  to  inquire  upon  the 
authority  of  what  law  payments  were  made  under  the  following  reso- 
lutions of  the  House  of  Representatives,  granting  extra  compensation 
to  the  officers,  clerks,  messengers,  pages,  and  laborers,  of  the  House,, 
and  to  the  police  and  laborers  of  the  Capitol  and  Capitol  grounds^ 
viz: 

'*  Twenty -ninth  Congress,  first  session. 

'^  Twenty-ninth  Congress,  second  session. 

''  Thirtieth  Congress,  first  session. 

**  Thirtieth  Congress,  second  session. 

*'  Thirty-first  Congress,  first  session. 

*'  Thirty -first  Congress,  second  session. 

'*  Thirty-second  Congress,  first  session. 

**  Thirty-second  Congress,  second  session. 

"  Thirty-fourth  Congress,  first  session." 

In  reply  I  have  respectfully  to  state  that  there  is  no  authority  for 
the  payments  made  under  the  resolutions  of  the  29th,  30th,  and  Slst, 
Congresses,  and  of  the  Ist  session  of  the  32d  Congress,  but  that  which 
is  in  the  resolutions  themselves,  and  it  is  not  derived  from  or  supported 
by  any  law  but  has  its  origin  only  in  the  supposed  absolute  right  of 
each  House  to  dispose  of  its  contingent  fund  according  to  its  pleasure 
where  there  exists  no  law  to  the  contrary.  The  resolution  of  the 
2d  session  of  the  32d  Congress  is  sanctioned  by  the  appropriation  in 
the  act  of  March  3,  1853,  making  appropriation  for  the  civil  and  di- 
plomatic expenses  of  the  government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1854. — (Statutes  at  Large  vol.  10,  page  189.)  As  respects  the 
remaining  resolution,  viz.,  that  of  the  1st  session  of  the  34th  Con- 
gress, I  have  to  say  that  no  account  of  payments  under  it  have  yet 
been  received  at  this  office. 

The  resolution  of  the  16th  of  August,  1856,  is  as  follows : 

<^  Besolved,  That  the  Clerk  be  directed  to  pay,  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  House,  the  usual  extra  compensation  to  that  class  of  em- 
ployes who  received  the  same  at  the  last  Congress,  and  to  the  other 
employes  of  the  House,  respectively,  including  those  employed  in  the 
office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  an  amount  equal  to 
twenty  per  cent,  on  their  annual  compensation  :  Provided^  That  this 
resolution  shall  not  be  construed  to  include  the  public  printer." 

It  embracea  two  classes  of  employes. 

1st.  Those  who  received  the  usual  extra  compensation  at  the  last 
Congress. 

2d.  The  other  employes  of  the  House,  an  amount  equal  to  twenty 
per  cant,  on  their  annual  compensation. 

It  is  susceptible  of  having  a  third  class  in  these  words : 

3d.  Those  employed  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing. 

I.  Those  in  the  first  class  did  not  receive  a  compensation  under  the 
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joiat  resolntion  of  July  2U,  1854,  and  are  not  excluded  from  receiving 
the  uflual  extra  compensation  by  the  express  terms  of  that  resolntion, 
They  were  paid  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
of  the  15th  of  August,  1856,  because  it  was  not  perceived  that  they 
came  within  the  prohibitory  clause  of  the  resolution  of  July  20,  1854. 

The  Hon.  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives. 
on  the  29th  day  of  August,  1856,  made  a  requisition  for  $10,000,  for 
paying  the  second  class  but  not  the  first  class,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  importunities  were  frequent^  by  those  who  were  interested  in 
having  the  first  olass  paid  for  their  own  services,  or  as  parents,  or 
representatives. 

It  was  said  this  class  of  employes  were  selling  their  claims,  because 
representations  were  made  that  their  being  paid  was  doubtful. 

As  they  were  not  excluded  by  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854, 
a  list  of  their  names  was  obtained  from  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Bepresentatives,  and  its  accuracy  was  tested  by  the  previous  pay- 
ment, when  the  name  of  the  same  person  was  on  both  lists. 

Tour  anxiety  to  execute  all  orders  and  resolutions  of  the  first  and 
second  sessions  of  the  34th  Congress,  involving  the  payment  or  advance 
of  money  from  the  treasury  that  were  deemed  to  be  authorized  by  law, 
was  communicated  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Ingram,  Chief  Clerk,  datod  Sep- 
tember 15,  1856,  a  copy  of  which  is  presented  herewith. 

After  a  protracted  correspondence,  and  on  your  being  satisfied  that 
those  whose  names  were  on  the  list  were  entitled,  under  the  resolution 
of  August  15,  1856,  to  the  usual  annual  compensation,  you  issued  your 
warrant  on  the  treasury  for  $23,975,  which  having  been  perfected  as 
required  by  law,  a  draft  was  issued  by  the  treasurer  of  the  United 
States  and  transmitted  to  Mr.  Cullom  in  a  letter  from  this  office,  dated 
the  26th  of  September  last,  accompanied  by  the  list  of  names  mentioned 
above,  with  the  amount  to  be  paia  to  each  person.  Extracts  from  that 
letter  are  sent  herewith.  An  entire  copy  of  the  letter  is  not  sent, 
from  the  belief  that  a  part  of  it  is  foreign  to  the  present  inquiry. 

All  the  resolutions  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  to  which  Mr. 
Campbell  refers,  except  the  last,  being  the  resolution  of  the  1st  session 
of  the  34th  Congress,  were  adopted  before  the  prohibitory  joint  reso- 
lution of  July  20,  1854,  became  a  law.     It  is  in  these  words: 

^^JoifU  RudtUion  to  fix  the  compensation  of  the  employes  in  the  legisla- 
five  department  cftht  government ^  and  to  prohibit  the  allowance  of  the 
usual  extra  compensation  to  such  as  receive  the  benefits  hereof. 

**  BemAved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United 
Staies  of  America  in  Congress  assemllea^  That  the  officers,  clerks,  mes- 
sengers, and  other  employes  in  the  legislative  department  of  the  gov- 
ernment shall  be  paid  an  increased  compensation  of  twenty  per  cent. 
upon  the  compensation  now  received  by  them,  respectively  ;  and  the 
meflsengers  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  shall  not  receive  less  than 
is  allowed  to  messengers  of  the  Senate  of  the  same  class ;  such  increased 
compensation  to  commence  from  the  first  day  of  July,  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  fifty-three,  and  that  a  sum  sufficient  to  pay  the  same  to  the 
thirtieth  of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-five,  is  hereby  appro- 
priated out  of  any  money  in  the  treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated: 
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Provided^  That  no  person  whose  compensation  was  increased  by 
the  act  approved  April  twenty  two,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-four, 
shall  be  benefitted  by  this  joint  resolution:  And  provided^  further^  That 
the  usual  extra  compensation  shall  not  hereafter  be  allowed  to  any 
person  receiving  the  benefits  of  this  joint  resolution." 

Those  in  the  1st  class  of  the  House  resolution  of  August  15,  1856, 
were  paid,  because  they  did  not  receive  the  20  per  cent,  under  said 
joint  resolution,  and  therefore  were  not  within  its  prohibitory  proviso. 

A  part  of  the  2d  section  of  the  act  of  March  30,  1846,  2d  session  of 
the  28th  Congress,  vol.  5,  page  763-^4,  is  as  follows:  '^  That  no  part  of 
the  appropriations  which  may  be  made  for  the  contingent  expenses  of 
either  House  of  Congress  shall  be  applied  to  any  other  than  the  ordi- 
nary expenditures  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  respect- 
ively, nor  as  extra  allowance  to  any  clerk,  messenger  or  attendant  of 
the  said  two  Houses,  or  either  of  them,  nor  as  payment  or  compen- 
sation to  any  clerk,  messenger,  or  other  attendant  to  be  employed  by 
a  resolution  of  one  of  said  Houses,  nor  in  the  purchase  of  books  to  ^ 
distributed  to  members." 

If  it  should  be  urged  that  the  words  quoted  are  as  restrictive  as  the 
joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854,  the  answer  is,  that  it  is  in  an  appro- 
priation act  which,  by  the  construction  put  upon  it  by  those  who 
administered  the  laws  in  the  department  oi  the  treasury,  expired  with 
the  fiscal  year.  This  is  conclusive  to  my  mind  from  the  circumstances 
that  payments  thereafter  made  were  not  disallowed. 

That  the  House  of  Representatives  at  the  next  Congress  put  the 
same  construction  upcm  the  2d  section  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1846,  is 
evident  to  my  mind  from  the  following  facts.  The  2d  session  of  the 
28th  Congress  commenced  its  session  on  the  2d  of  December,  1844. 
On  the  17th  of  that  month  Joseph  R.  lugersoU  moved  the  follow- 
ing resolutioo,  which  was  read,  and  debate  arising  thereon,  it  was 
laid  over  under  the  rule. 

'^  Besclvedf  That  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  at  the  close  of  the  session, 
pay  out  of  the  contingent  fund,  to  those  in  the  service  of  the  House, 
an  amount  equal  to  that  paid  to  similar  individuals  by  the  Senate 
during  the  present  Congress." — (Journal,  p.  92.) 

On  the  23d  of  the  same  month  Mr.  McClelland  moved  a  resolution 
to  pay  the  persons  in  the  packing  room  for  their  services  at  the  1st 
session  the  same  compensation  that  the  messengers  received,  which  was 
laid  over  under  the  rule,  because  debate  arose. — (Journal,  p.  132.)  I 
do  not  find  they  were  called  up  again. 

At  that  session  the  act  of  March  3, 1845,  from  which  I  have  quoted, 
was  passed,  and  no  compensation  of  the  kind  for  that  year  was  given. 

At  the  1st  session  of  the  29th  Congress  the  following  resolution  waa 
adopted : 

^^Beaolved,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  House  be  authorized  and  directed 
to  pay,  out  of  the  contingent  fund,  to  the  clerks,  messengers,  pages,, 
and  laborers  of  this  House,  the  same  compensation  that  has  hereto- 
fore been  paid  to  the  same  persons  in  the  Senate." — (Journal,  1st  ses- 
sion, 29th  Congress,  page  1200.) 

If  the  House  of  Representatives  had  deemed  the  2d  section  of  the 
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met  of  March  3,  1846,  in  force,  it  is  not  to  be  believed  that  the  reso- 
lution copied  above  would  have  been  offered  or  adopted. 

Very  many  have  entertained  the  opinion  that  every  clause  of  an 
appropriation  act  expires  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year,  unless  pro- 
loDged  by  express  words.  On  that  point  I  give  no  opinion  here.  The 
question  was  examined  by  me  soon  aflker  1  commenced  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  this  office,  and  the  records  will  show  the  opinion  I  enter- 
tained. 

The  House  thereafter  continued  to  pass  resolutions  to  give  extra 
compensation  to  those  in  its  employ,  until  the  Ist  session  of  the  33d 
Congress,  at  which  session  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1864, 
became  a  law.  It  was  a  distinct  act  of  legislation  to  avoid  the  fate 
that  had  attended  previous  efforts  in  appropriation  acts  to  correct 
abuses.  It  is  a  permanent  law  by  itself,  in  terms  so  explicit  as  to  be 
understood. 

Those  in  the  first  class,  as  designated  above,  were  not  within  the 
prohibition  of  the  second  proviso,  because  they  declined  to  receive  the 
twenty  per  cent.,  and  to  make  provision  for  them  the  rules  were  sus- 
pended on  the  3d  of  August,  18i34,  and  the  following  resolution  was 
adopted :  * 

^*  Besolvtdy  That  the  usual  extra  compensation  be  paid  to  the  pages, 
folders,  and  such  other  employes  who  have  heretofore  received  the 
same,  and  who  have  not  and  shall  not  hereafter  receive  the  benefits 
of  the  joint  resolution  approved  July  20, 1854." — (Journal,  1st  sess., 
33d  Congress,  page  1282.^ 

This  resolution  of  the  House  is  a  contemporaneous  construction  of 
said  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854.  The  construction  put  upon 
the  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  15th  of  August,  1856,  by  yourself 
and  by  this  office,  in  connexion  with  the  joint  resolution  of  1854, 
copied  above,  is  as  much  the  subject  of  inquiry  as  to  what  has  been 
withheld  from  the  claimants  in  the  second  and  third  classes,  as  to  what 
has  been  paid  to  the  first  class,  and  Mr.  Campbell,  as  the  organ  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  having  referred  to  my  report  which 
embraced  all  the  classes  in  the  House  resolution  of  August  15,  1856, 
*^  elicits  such  information  as  will  enable  them  (the  committee)  to 
present  the  question  properly  before  the  House." 

To  enable  the  committee  to  do  this,  I  proceed  to  remark  upon  the 
two  other  classes  very  briefiy,  and  upon  the  power  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  and  the  Comptroller,  in  regard  to  making  advances 
of  money  from  the  treasury. 

II.  All  the  persons  and  officers  of  the  House,  who  would  have  been 
paid  from  said  ten  thousand  dollars  if  it  had  been  advanced  to  MK 
CiUlom  received  the  benefit  of  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854, 
(if  in  office)  and  were  prohibited  by  the  terms  thereof  from  receiving 
the  usual  extra  compensation,  in  these  words  **  And  provided,  further ^ 
That  the  usual  extra  compensation  shall  not  hereafter  be  allowed  to 
any  person  receiving  the  benefit  of  the  joint  resolution." 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  question  was  for  yourself,  as  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  and  for  myself  as  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury, 
to  decide,  what  does  the  law  require  of  us  ? 

Our  duties  are  prescribed  by  the  act  of  September  2,  1789,  being 
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an  act  to  establish  tbe  Treasary  Department,  (vol.  1,  page  65.)  As  to 
drawing  money  from  the  treasnry,  yon,  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
are  ^^  to  grant,  under  the  limitations  herein  established,  or  to  be  here- 
after provided,  all  warrants  for  moneys  to  be  issued  from  the  treasury, 
in  pursuance  of  appropriations  by  law."  My  duty  as  Comptroller  is 
^^  to  countersign  all  warrants  drawn  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury., 
which  shall  be  warranted  by  law." 

Mr.  Cullom,  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  made  this 
requisition  for  ten  thousand  dollars,  to  pay  compensations  to  himself 
and  other  officers  under  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  August  15,  1856, 
when  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1864,  expressly  prohibits  the 
payment. 

This  was  the  opinion  of  each  of  us,  after  a  very  careful  investiga- 
tion. 

We  hold  that  one  House  cannot  repeal  a  law.  That  the  appropria- 
tion clanse  in  tbese  words,  *^  and  to  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives  to  pay  the  additional  compensation  to  its  employes 
and  others  authorized  by  the  resolution  of  t^e  House  of  Bepresenta- 
tives of  August  fifteenth,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-six,  is  hereby 
appropriated  out  of  any  money  in  the  treasury  not  otherwise  appro- 

Jriated,  and  is  hereby  added  to  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,"  does  not  sanction  any  act  of  the  House  of  Bepresen- 
tatives not  competent  for  the  House  of  itself  to  perform.  If  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  House  had  been  sufficiently  large  to  have  paid 
those  who  were  prohibited  from  receiving  the  usual  extra  compensa- 
tion by  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854,  would  the  Clerk  have 
been  justified  in  paying  them  20  per  cent.,  under  the  resolution  of  the 
House  of  August  15,  1856?  Certainly  not,  unless  one  House  can 
repeal  a  law.  The  office  of  the  appropriation  clause  was  to  furnish 
money  for  that  which  the  House  had  done  within  its  legitimate 
sphere  of  action  and  nothing  further.  The  word  ^^ authorized"  was 
therefore  most  appropriately  used.  There  being  no  law  (if  the  clauses 
in  the  appropriation  acts  were  inoperative  after  the  expiration  of  the 
fiscal  year)  against  the  House  payme^  out  of  its  contingent  fund,  its 
employes  who  had  not  received  the  benefit  of  the  joint  resolution  of 
July  20,  1854,  and  it  having  by  the  resolution  of  August  15,  1856, 
embraced  that  class  of  employ^,  so  far  as  they  were  concerned 
^^  authority**  was  given,  because  to  that  extent  its  power  extended, 
but  not  beyond  that. 

III.  The  resolution  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  August  15, 
1856,  included  those  employed  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing,  and  attempted  to  raise  their  salaries. 

It  was  believed  by  us  that  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  had  no 
more  authority  to  increase  the  salaries  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing  and  those  employed  in  his  office,  by  paying  the  amount  out 
of  its  contingent  fund,  than  it  had  to  increase  the  salary  of  any  other 
officer  holding  a  civil,  military,  or  naval  appointment. 

A  tabular  statement  will  accompany  this,  designating  the  Con* 
grosses  and  sessions  at  which  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  adopted 
resolntions  giving  extra  compensation  to  difierent  officers  or  persons 
from  the  1st  session  of  the  29th  Congress  to  the  1st  session  of  the  34th 
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Congressy  iDclusive,  with  the  exception  of  the  33d  CoDgress,  which  is 
not  mentioned  in  Mr.  Campbeirs  letter ;  and  deaignating,  also,  the 
dates  of  the  respective  acts  making  appropriations  for  defraying  the 
contingent  expenses  of  said  House. 

I  owe  an  apology  to  the  committee^  to  the  House,  and  to  yourself 
for  the  time  consumed  in  the  investigation  of  the  matters  presented 
by  Mr.  Campbell  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  Ramsey,  chief  clerk  in  this  office,  and  William  Anderson,  a 
clerk  of  long  experience,  were  detailed  for  the  service  at  the  earliest 
practicable  hour.  The  latter  gentleman  had  examined  the  accounts 
m  this  office  as  they  were  respectively  settled. 

From  the  sickness  of  Mr.  Bamsey^  and  from  the  severity  of  the 
weather  that  detained  him  at  home,  and  from  the  death  of  a  member 
of  bis  family,  the  investigation  was  necessarily  delayed.  I  had  no 
derk  to  supply  Mr.  Bamsey's  place. 

Mr.  Campbell's  letter  is  returned  herewith. 
Most  respectfully,  yours, 

ELI8HA  WHITTLESEY. 

Hon.  Jamk  Quthrib, 

Secreiary  of  the  Treasury. 


tiTet   granting  extra  oompensa- 
tioD — when  pa«ed. 

General  appropriation 
act — when  passed. 

JStatutes  at  Large. 
No.  of  vol. 

Page  where 
found. 

tSthCoDgTMi,  Itftaenion 

99th  rVwioTMOi.   2f)  Mtf»Minii             

Ang. 
Uar. 
Aug. 
Mar. 
Sept. 
liar. 
Aag. 
liar. 
liar. 
Aug. 
Aug. 

10,1846 

3,1847 

12,1848 

8,1849 

30,1860 

3,1861 

31,1862 

3,1863 

3,1863 

18,1866 

18,1856 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 

9 
10 
10 
10 

Pamphlet 

1865-'56 

85 
156 

SOth  Gongresi,  l«t  wmon 

20th  ComrrefB.  2d  aewion... ...... 

284 
354 

airt  CnntrTftm.   Ifft  f>f«iioD......... 

523 

31st  CoiurT^M.   2d  fieoion. ........ 

599 

32d  ronflreas    Ist  seasion ... 

76 

32d  Conflrrefls   2d  seBsion.. ........ 

183 
199 

!t4th  Onnirrea»    1st  ivefliion 

90 

103, 104 

B  No.  22. 

Treasury  Department, 
CamptroUer's  Office,  July  26,  1856. 

Sib  :  William  CuUom,  esq.,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
addressed  a  letter  to  you  on  the  7th  instant,  with  a  requisition  to  draw 
$500  to  pay  Edward  E.  Gilbert  |250,  under  a  resolution  of  August 
3,  1854,  and  to  pay  M.  V.  B.  Spicer  the  same  amount  under  the  same 
resolution.  On  examining  the  accounts,  I  find  that  Mr.  Gilbert 
served  ten  days,  and  was  paid  $40,  and  that  Mr.  Spicer  was  paid  $90 
for  thirty-six  distys'  labor.  I  was  preparing  a  paper  to  present  the 
law  and  the  fact  to  you,  but  an  application  is  made  to  withdraw  the 

H.  Rep.  C!om.  188 5 
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requisition.      As  the  papers  were    transmitted  to  this  office  froiD 
yours^  I  return  them. 

Most  sincerely,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
Hon.  James  Guthrie,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


Office  Clerk  House  op  Eephesentativeb,  U.  S., 

July  7,  1856. 

Sir  :  Please  cause  a  treasury  warrant  to  be  issued  in  favor  of  Wil* 
liam  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States^ 
for  five  hundred  dollars,  to  be  charged  to  the  following  appropriations^ 
viz : 

^^  A  joint  resolution  making  appropriations  for  the  payment  of  those 
entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representativea 
of  the  United  States,  passed  August  3,  1854,  voting  extra  compensa- 
tion to  pages,  folders,  and  others,"  approved  August  5,  1854. 
$500. 

Respectfully, 

WM.  CULLOM, 
Cflerh  House  of  JRepresentatives  United  StaJtes. 
3amb&  Guthrie, 

Secretary  Treasury  United  States. 

The  within  named  sum  of  five  hundred  dollars  is  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  M.  Y.  B.  Spicer,  E.  E.  Gilbert,  each  $250,  under  said  resolu- 
tion of  House  of  Representatives  named  within. 

;  WM.  CULLOM, 

Clerk  House  of  Representatives. 
By  W.  P.  INGRAM, 
April  28,  1857.  Attorney. 

Vouchers  for  amount  of  the  foregoing  requisition  have  this  day  been 
exhibited  at  this  office,  to  wit :  for  extra  compensation  to  M.  V.  B. 
Spicer  and  Edward  E.  Gilbert,  under  resolution  of  August  3,  1854, 
$260  each. 

T.  L.  SMITH,  AudUor. 

Comptroller's  Office,  April  28,  1857. 

It  is  stated  and  believed  by  me  to  be  true,  that  the  money  has  not 
been  paid,  and  that  the  vouchers  spoken  of  were  given  without  the 
moneyj  and  that  the  same  is  now  due  ;  and  I  recommend  that  it  be 
advanced  for  the  purpose  mentioned. 

ELISHA  WHITCLESEY, 
Comptroller. 

I  have  no  knowledge  that  either  of  the  persons  named  in  the  fore- 
going letter,  viz :  M.  V.  B.  Spicer  and  E.  E.  Gilbert,  ever  received 
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the  benefits  of  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20, 1854,  and  do  not  believe 
either  of  them  ever  did  receive  the  benefit  of  said  resolution. 

W.  P.  INGRAM, 
Chief  Clerk  House  of  BepreserUcUives  U.  S. 
April  30, 1857. 

I  have  examined  the  accounts  of  John  W.  Forney,  late  clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  can  find  no  evidence  that  Mr.  Spicer 
and  Mr.  Gilbert  ever  received  the  extra  compensation  to  which  they 
were  entitled  under  the  resolution  of  August  3, 1854.  Nor  have  they 
received  the  benefit  of  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854. 

A.  B.  CLAXTON,  Clerk. 

Note.— Held  by  Comptroller,  May  30,  1857,  that  Spicer  and  Gil- 
bert are  only  entitled  to  a  pro  rata  of  extra  compensation  of  $250  under 
joint  resolution  of  August  5, 1857. — (Vol.  10,  Stat,  at  Large,  p.  595.) — 
See  Decision  Book  No.  5,  p.  181. 

Also,  see  letter  of  Comptroller  of  October  30,  '57,  to  Ed.  E.  Gilbert 
and  to  Hon  Wm.  Cullom. 


B  No.  23. 

Treasury  Dkpartmknt, 
ComptrdUer'a  Office,  April  29,  1857. 

Sir:  A  requisition  drawn  by  Wm.  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives,  and  dated  the  7th  July,  1856,  for  $500,  for  extra 
compensation  to  M.  V.  B.  Spicer  and  E.  E.  Gilbert,  under  the  resolution 
of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  August  3, 1854,  has  been  presented 
to  me.  No  payments  have  been  made  at  the  treasury  upon  requisi- 
tions of  the  Clerk  under  said  resolution,  unless  such  requisition  was 
accompanied  by  the  following  certificate : 

^^  I  certify  that  the  extra  compensation  above  is  the  '  usual  extra 
compensation,'  and  that  neither  of  the  persons  embraced  in  this  requi-> 
sition  have  received  the  benefits  of  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20, 
1854." 

If  you  have  no  objection,  will  you  please  append  a  similar  certificate 
to  the  enclosed  requisition,  as  attorney  of  Wm.  Cullom,  clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  and  return  the  same  to 
this  office. 

Respectfully  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
Comptroller. 
^\/\g    p    Inoram   Esq 

Chief  Clerk,  Office  of  Clerk  of  House  of  Beps. 
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B  No.  24. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  May  30,  1857. 
Sib  :  In  the  case  of  Martin  V.  B.  Spicer  and  E.  E.  Gilbert,  tempo- 
rary clerks  in  the  oflSce  of  the  clerk  of  the  Honse  of  Representatives, 
for  whom  you  made  a  requisition  of  $250  each,  on  account  of  extra 
compensation  under  the  resolution  of  August  5,  1854, 1  have  decided, 
after  due  investigation,  that  all  employes  and  others  who  serve  hut  a 
portion  of  the  session,  be  paid  a  pro  rata  proportion  of  the  extra  com- 
pensation. 

Should  you  be  disposed  to  make  a  requisition  for  such  amount  as 
may  be  due  to  the  above  parties  under  the  foregoing  decision,  it  will 
be  at  once  allowed. 

Respectfully  yours, 

W.  MEDILL, 

ComptrMer. 
Wm.  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  House  of  Bepresentativea, 


Extra  compensation  to    employes  of  the    House  of  Representatives, 
1st  hession,  33d  Congress. 

The  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  passed  the  following  joint 
nesolution,  which  was  approved  July  20,  1854 : 

^^ Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  *  *  *  ♦ 
That  the  officers,  clerks,  messengers,  and  other  employes  in  the  legis- 
lative department  of  the  government  shall  be  paid  an  increased  com- 
pensation of  twenty  per  cent,  upon  the  compensation  now  received  by 
tnem,  respectively,  ♦  »  »  *  q^q\^  increased  compensation  to 
commence  from  the  first  day  of  July,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty- 
three  ;  and  that  a  sum  sufficient  to  pay  the  same  to  the  thirtieth  of 
June,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-five,  is  hereby  appropriated^  out  of 
any  money  in  the  treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated:  Provided, 
That  no  person  whose  compensation  was  increased  oy  the  act  approved 
April  twenty-two,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-four,  shall  be  benefited 
by  this  joint  resolution  :  And  provided,  further,  That  the  usual  extra 
oompensation  shall  not  hereafter  be  allowed  to  any  person  receiving 
the  benefits  of  this  joint  resolution." 

On  the  3d  of  August,  1854,  the  Houes  of  Representatives  passed 
the  following  resolution : 

*^ Resolved,  That  the  usual  extra  compensation  be  paid  to  the  pages, 
folders,  and  such  other  employes  who  have  heretofore  received  the 
same^  and  who  have  not  and  shall  not  hereafter  receive  the  benefit  of 
the  joint  resolution  app^Q^ed  July  20,  1854." 

On  the  same  day,  yf^ .  a^  August,  1854,  the  following  joint  reso- 
lution was  introduced  iJ  *^ii  passed  by  the  House : 

''Resolved  by  the  S^r^  ^/^  ^nd  House  of  RepresefUatives  in  Conart^ 
assembled,  That  the  ^^  ^'e  ^propriated  by  the  House  of  Rej^resent^- 
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lives  for  the  payment  of  its  pages  and  employes  be  paid  out  of  any 
money  in  the  treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated." 

It  was  sent  to  the  Senate  with  the  following  title,  '^  Joint  resolu- 
tion making  appropriation  for  the  payment  to  those  entitled  to  the 
benefits  of  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States,  passed  August  3,  1854^  voting  extra  compensation  to 
pages,  folders,  and  others,"  for  the  concurrence  of  that  body,  which 
was  obtained,  and  it  was  approved  by  the  I'resident  on  the  5th  of 
August,  1854. 

The  joint  resolution  as  published  in  Little  &  Brown's  edition  of  the 
laws  passed  1st  session,  33d  Congress,  differs  from  that  above  cited, 
which  is  found  on  page  2132  of  the  Congressional  Globe,  vol.  28, 
part  3,  by  having  the  words  "on  this  day"  included  after  the  word 
'^Representatives"  in  the  body  of  the  resolution,  and  before  the  words 
"  for  the  payment  of  its  pages,"  so  that  it  reads :  ^^  Beit  resolved, 
*  *  *  *  That  the  sum  appropriated  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives on  this  day  for  the  payment  of  its  pages  and  employes/'  &c.,  &c. 

Under  this  resolution  of  the  5th  August,  1854,  William  Callom, 
esq..  Clerk  of  the  Housd  of  Representatives,  has  made  a  requisition 
dated  July  7,  1856,  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  sum 
of  five  hundred  dollars,  ($500,)  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  him  to 
pay  to  M.  v.  B.  Spicer,  who  was  employed  in  some  capacity,  not 
named,  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  from 
July  1  to  August  5,  1854,  (36  days,)  at  $2  50  per  day,  and  received 
the  sum  of  $90,  the  extra  sum  of  |250 ;  and  to  Mr.  £.  E.  Gilbert, 
who  was  employed  during  the  same  session  for  a  period  of  ten  days 
as  a  temporary  clerk  at  the  rate  of  $4  per  day,  and  was  paid  the  sum 
of  $40,  the  extra  sum  of  $250.  Both  these  claims  appear  to  have 
been  allowed  by  B.  B.  Thurston,  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ac- 
counts. That  approval,  however,  it  seems  to  me,  cannot  in  the  least 
affect  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  determining 
whether  or  not  the  money  can  be  lawfully  paid  out  of  the  treasury. 
The  House  of  Representatives  certainly  could  not  have  intended  that 
such  cases  as  these  of  Messrs.  Bpicer  and  Gilbert  should  be  regarded 
as  within  the  object  of  their  resolution  ;  nor  can  it  be  presumed  that 
Congress  intended  to  give  such  a  gratuity  to  those  who  had  not  the 
sliehteet  merit  that  could  be  urged  for  its  justification. 

Whatever  may  have  been  done  by  the  various  officers  who  may 
have  disbursed  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  for  the  several  years 
since  the  origin  of  the  custom  in  Congress  of  giving  to  their  employes 
extra  compensation  at  the  end  of  a  session,  (which  extra  compensa- 
tion was,  until  within  a  recent  period,  invariably  made  chargeable  to 
the  contingent  fund  pf  the  respectivo  houses,)  I  cannot  believe  that 
it  was  ever  intended  by  either  house  that  any  but  those  who  had 
served  through  the  whole  or  very  nearly  the  whole  of  a  session  should 
receive  the  maximum  of  such  extra  compensation.  Or,  in  other 
words,  I  do  not  think  that  it  can  be  presumed  that  Congress  intended 
to  give  to  those  who  were  employed  only  a  month,  or  ten  or  a  less 
number  of  days,  the  same  extra  compensation  as  allowed  to  those 
who  served  through  the  whole  session.     I  would  therefore  respectfully 
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recommend  that  said  requLsition  be  refused,  and  that  the  parties  be 
remitted  to  Congress  for  relief  if  they  feel  aggrieved. . 
Hespectfally  submitted. 

J.  M.  RAMSEY. 
Hon.  E.  Whitilbset, 

First  Comptroller. 
July  25.  1856. 

Let  those  employes  and  others  who  served  but  a  portion  of  the 
session  be  paid  a  pro  rata  proportion  of  the  extra  compensation. 

W.  MEDILL. 
Mat  30,  1857. 


B  No.  26. 

Treasury  Dbpartment, 
Comptroller's  Office,  October  30,  1857. 

Sir  :  Reference  being  had  to  the  letter  addressed  to  vou  May  30th 
last,  on  the  subject  of  the  claims  preferred  for  extra  compensation  by 
M.  y.  B.  Spicer  and  E.  E.  Gilbert,  for  and  on  account  of  certain  tem- 
porary service  rendered  at  the  first  session  of  the  thirty-third  Congress 
m  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  I  herewith  enclose,  for  your 
additional  information,  the  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  this  day  to 
Edward  E.  Gilbert,  one  of  said  claimants. 

W.  MEDILL,  Comptroller. 

Hon.  WiLLIABr  CULLOM, 

Cltrh  of  the  Home  of  Bepresentatives. 


Trbasurt  Dbpartmbnt, 
Comptroller's  Office,  October  30,  1857. 

Sir:  I  proceed  to  reply  to  your  letter  of  July  13,  1857,  wherein 
you  request  to  be  informed  '^  if  the  recent  decision  of  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Treasury,  in  the  case  of  M.  V .  B.  Spioer  and  Edward  E.  Gil- 
bert, is  in  any  manner  affected  by  the  more  recent  decision  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  regard  to  extras  generally,  and  whether 
the  parties  interested  can  now  avail  themselves  of  the  benefit  of  the 
Comptroller's  decision  if  they  are  so  minded,''  &c. 

It  is  considered  proper  that  I  should  state,  in  this  communication, 
the  grounds  of  your  daim  and  that  of  M.  V.  B.  Spicer.  It  appears 
that  Mr.  Spicer  was  employed  in  some  capacity,  at  the  first  session 
of  the  thirty-third  OouKress,  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives,  from  July  1  to  August  6,  1854,  inclusive,  (36  days,) 
at  $2  50  per  day,  and  received  the  sum  of  $90 ;  and  that  you  was 
employed  during  the  same  session,  for  a  period  of  ten  days,  as  a  tem- 
porary clerk,  at  the  rate  of  $4  per  day,  and  was  paid  the  sum  of  $40 ; 
ibr  which  temporary  service  you  have  each  preferred  a  claim  for  extra 
compensation  of  $250. 

The  matter  in  regard  to  your  claim  and  that  of  Mr.  Spicer  was  very 
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fiilly  examined  May  30th  last,  upon  which  date  a  letter  was  addressed 
to  the  Hon.  William  Gallomy  Clerk  of  the  House  of  RepresentativeSy 
expressing  the  opinion  to  which  you  refer,  to  wit :  '^  that  all  employes 
and  others  who  serve  but  a  portion  of  the  session  be  paid  ajpro  rata 
of  the  extra  compensation."  A  copy  of  the  communication  is  here- 
with. The  principle  decided  cannot,  I  am  sure,  be  considered  in  any 
other  light  than  as  just  and  equitable,  and  is  reaffirmed. 

It  may  be  remarked  further  that  I  cannot  think  Congress,  in  passing 
the  joint  resolution  approved  August  6,  1864,  (see  vol.  10  Stats,  at 
Large,  p.  595,)  intended  to  give  to  those  who  were  employed  only 
41  month,  or  ten  or  a  less  number  of  days,  the  same  extra  compensation 
as  allowed  to  those  who  served  through  the  whole  session. 

A  copy  of  this  communication  will  be  enclosed  to  Mr.  Cullom,  for 
his  information. 

W.  MEDILL,  CamptroUer. 

Edward  £.  Gilbert,  Esq., 

WaahingUm,  D.  C,  care  of  H.  N.  Gilbert ^  Esq. 


B.  No.  26. 

Trbasurt  Dspartkbnt, 
Comptroller' 8  Office,  August  20,  1857. 

Sib  :  Reference  being  had  to  the  letter  of  Charles  H.  Upton  to  yoU| 
of  the  17th  instant,  which  was  referred  to  this  office  on  the  18th  in* 
slant — being  remarks  upon  my  decision  of  the  11th  instant,  respecting 
his  claim  for  extra  compensation  as  messenger  in  the  post  office  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  &o. — ^I  beg  leave  respectfully  to  enclose  for 
yonr  information  a  copy  of  said  decision^  which  contains  my  views  on 
the  points  of  the  case. 

The  letter  of  Mr.  Upton  is  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully  yours, 

W.  MEDILL,  CamptroUer. 
Hon.  HOWBLL  COBR, 

Seiretary  of  the  ISreaeury. 


Trbasurt  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  August  11,  1857. 
Sir  :  I  herewith  enclose  to  you  for  your  information  and  guidance, 
as  far  as  the  case  submitted  is  concerned,  a  decision  of  this  date  re- 
specting the  claim  preferred  by  Charles  H.  Upton,  esq.,  messenger  in 
the  post  office  of  the  House,  on  account  of  extra  compensation  claimed 
under  resolution  of  the  House  of  August  15,  1856,  in  connexion  with 
the  second  section  of  the  deficiency  bill,  approved  March  3,  1857, 
(pamphlet  laws,  page  242,)  and  increase  of  salary  claimed  under  reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  August  16,  1856. 

W.  MEDILL. 

Hon.  WiLUAM  CULLOM, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Reps. 
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Treasury  Dbpartmbnt, 
Comptrollbr's  Office,  August  11,  1857. 

In  the  matter  of  the  claim  preferred  by  Charles  H.  Upton — 

Upon  a  reference  to  this  ofBce  of  the  letter  of  Charles  H.  Upton  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  bearing  date  July  10, 1857, 1  examined 
the  claim  which  he  therein  prefers,  together  with  the  laws  and  several 
resolutions  which  are  in  any  way  supposed  to  affect  the  same,  and 
have  come  to  the  following  conclusions  : 

Mr.  Upton  was  one  of  five  messengers  in  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, at  a  fixed  annual  salary  or  compensation  of  $1,440. 

On  the  15th  of  August,  1856,  the  House  adopted  the  following  reso- 
lution : 

^'  Beaolved,  That  the  clerk  be  directed  to  pay  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  House  the  usual  extra  compensation  to  that  class  of  em- 
ployes who  received  the  same  at  the  last  Congress,  and  to  the  other 
employes  respectively,  including  those  employed  in  the  office  of  the 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  an  amount  equal  to  twenty  per 
cent,  upon  their  annual  compensation  ;  provided^  this  resolution  shall 
not  be  construed  to  include  the  public  printer.'* — (See  Journal,  page 
1,473.) 

The  act  making  appropriations  for  certain  civil  expenses  of  the  Gov- 
ernment for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1857,  contains  the  following 
clause  :  *^  To  enable  the  clerk  of  the  Houso  of  Representatives  to  pay 
the  additional  compensation  to  its  employes,  and  others  authorized  by 
the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  August  15,  1866,  a 
sum  sufficient  for  that  purpose  is  hereby  appropriated  out  of  any 
money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  and  is  hereby 
added  to  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Representatives." — (Se^ 
Session  Laws,  approved  August  18,  1856,  p.  90.) 

Thus  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  was  sufficiently  increased  to 
meet  the  extra  allowances  granted  by  the  foregoing  resolution,  but  no 
express  direction  is  given  for  its  payment. 

In  view  of  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854,  increasing  the  sal- 
aries of  the  clerks,  messengers,  and  other  regular  employes  of  Con- 
gress, and  expressly  prohibiting  thereafter  all  further  or  extra  allow- 
ances to  such  persons  as  should  accept  said  increased  compensation, 
Mr.  Whittlesey,  the  then  comptroller,  (see  his  letters  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  of  September  1  and  October  15,  1866,)  decided  that 
the  said  resolution  of  August  15,  1856,  was  inoperative  and  void  so 
far  as  it  related  to  the  persons  in  question.  The  resolution  was  the 
act,  or  expression  of  the  will  of  one  House  only,  and  could  not  repeal, 
or  in  any  way  affect  a  joint  resolution,  which  has  all  the  force  and 
binding  obligations  of  a  law.  The  subsequent  appropriation  being  in 
no  way  mandatory^  was  deemed  applicable  to  such  objects  and  pur- 
poses as  were  before  legal  and  binding  on  the  Government. 

Apparently  acquiescing  in  this  decision,  which  was  also  concurred 
in  by  the  Secretary  Qf  the  Treasury,  and  yet  determined,  it  would 
seem,  to  carry  out  tjjg  /tbjects  and  requirements  of  the  House  TeBoln- 
tion  aforesaid,  Congj,^  ^  .-jjgerted  a  clause  in  wha^  ^«^8  called  the  de- 
ficiency bill,  &Pproy^^^9  ^  0\i  3, 1857,  directing  at>^  expressly  lec^^^^' 
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iDg  ^^  that  the  extra  compensation  given  by  each  of  the  two  Houses  of 
(Congress,  in  the  year  1856,  to  its  officers  and  employes,  shall  be  paid 
by  its  disbursing  officer  out  of  the  contingent  fund,  and  his  accounts 
therefor  shall  be  allowed  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury 
Department." 

While  the  second  section  of  the  act  of  March  3, 1845,  entitled  "  An 
act  making  appropriations  for  the  civil  and  diplomatic  expenses  of  the 
Government  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1856,  and  for  other  purpo- 
ses," recognized,  as  it  now  is,  as  still  being  in  force  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  in  his  letter  to  the  First  Auditor  of  June  30,  1857, 
prohibits  the  application  of  any  portion  of  the  oontingeni  fund  to  ex- 
tra allowances  of  this  kind,  it  is  not  held,  nor  will  it  be  contended,  I 
apprehend,  but  that  Congress,  in  the  due  and  legitimate  exercise  of 
its  law-making  power,  may  at  any  time  otherwise  direct.  The  sub- 
sequent act  must  be  considered  as  modifying  theformer,  so  faras  it  applies 
to  the  case  in  question.  Efficiency  is  thus  given  to  both.  A  resolu- 
tion of  one  House  has  no  such  effect ;  and  without  this  latter  act  on 
the  part  of  Congress,  the  House  resolution  of  August  15,  1856,  would 
be  in  direct  conflict  with  the  act  of  March  3, 1846,  (decided  to  be  still 
in  force,  as  aforesaid,)  and  therefore  without  any  force  or  binding 
obligation. 

My  opinion,  therefore,  is,  that  Mr.  Upton  is  entitled  to  the  benefits 
of  the  House  resolution  of  August  15,  1856,  as  subsequently  sanc- 
tioned by  Congress  in  the  act  of  March  3,  1857  ;  that  is,  he  is  entitled 
to  the  twenty  per  cent  allowed  by  said  resolution,  on  the  salary  he 
was  then  receiving  of  $1,440. 

Mr.  Upton  claims,  however,  that,  on  the  ICth  of  August,  1856,  his 
salary  which,  up  till  that  time  had  been  $1,440,  was  raised  to  $1,740 
by  the  following  resolution  of  the  House  : 

**  Resolved,  That  the  clerk  of  the  House  be  directed  to  pay  out  of  the 
contingent  fund  *  *  *  to  Charles  H.  Upton,  assistant  postmaster, 
the  same  rate  of  compensation  that  is  allowed  to  the  assistant  door- 
keeper, commencing  with  this  Congress  and  continuing  until  further 
ordered." 

And  that  he  is  not  only  entitled  to  receive  this  latter  amount,  but 
that  he  is  also  entitled  to  have  the  20  per  cent,  extra,  allowed  by  the 
resolution  of  August  15,  1856,  and  subsequently  sanctioned  by  Con- 
gress, calculated  on  said  increased  salary  instead  of  upon  the  salary 
which  he  was  receiving  when  said  allowance  was  made. 

This  resolution  purports  to  change  and  largely  increase  the  annual 
salary  of  one  of  the  officers  of  government  which  had  been  previously 
fixed  and  prescribed  by  law.  This  increase  was  even  to  apply  to  the 
past  as  well  as  to  the  future.  It  was  no  '^  extra  allowance"  tempo- 
rary in  its  character,  and  which  could  only  be  again  paid  upon  a  re- 
newal of  the  grant,  but  a  permanent  change  in  the  regularly  pre- 
scribed compensation  of  one  of  the  officers  or  employes  of  Congress. 
It  was  to  continue  until  otherwise  directed,  which  is  as  long  as  any 
law  remains  in  force. 

It  will  hardly  be  contended  I  presume  that  one  branch  of  Congress 
possesses  any  such  power.  The  same  course  of  proceediog  and  the  same 
forms  are  required  to  increase  or  otherwise  prescribe  the  compensation 
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of  our  public  officers  that  are  required  to  pass  any  other  law.  Be- 
sides, any  such  charge  upon  the  contingent  fund  is  expressly  prohib- 
ited by  the  joint  resolution  aforesaid. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  this  is  likewise  an  extra  allowance,  and 
being  such  that  it  was  sanctioned  and  its  payment  ordered  by  the  act 
of  March  3,  1867.  But  Mr.  Upton,  himself,  is  too  sensible  of  the  dis- 
tinction to  assume  any  snch  position.  *'  My  claim/'  he  says  in  his 
letter  to  this  office  of  July  17,  1867,  ^^  partakes  of  both  the  descrip- 
tions you  name^  increase  of  salary  and  extra  compensation,  the  former 
being  an  addition  of  $25  per  month,  and  the  latter  two  months  pay 
or  thereabouts,  which  the  House  was  pleased  to  grant  me  in  consid- 
eration of  the  fact  that  the  books  in  my  office  were  largely  in  arrears 
when  I  took  charge  of  them,  and  I  was  obliged  to  labor  night  and  day 
to  brin^  them  up." 

This  IS  a  very  fair  representation  of  the  distinction  for  while  there 
was  a  persuasive  and  sufficient  reason  for  the  '^  extra  allowance" 
which  was  temporary  in  its  character,  and  given  in  consideration  of 
extra  labor ^  the  $25  per  month  was  a  permanent  and  arbitrary  in- 
crease of  the  salary  or  annual  compensation.  Congress  in  directing 
that  the  "extra  compensation"  given  by  each  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress  in  the  year  1856,  to  its  employes  be  paid  by  its  disbursing 
officers  out  of  the  contingent  fund,  had  reference  only  to  the  20  per 
cent,  on  existing  salaries  allowed  by  each  House  in  that  year  ;  and  to 
meet  which  "  a  sufficient  amount"  had  been  added  to  the  contingent 
fund,  but  which  under  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854,  was  re- 
jected by  the  Comptroller.  This  was  the  only  extra  compensation 
that  was  in  controversy,  or  that  was  in  any  way  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  Congress,  or  for  which  any  appropriation  has  been 
made. 

The  increase  in  Mr.  Upton's  salary  was  first  sanctioned  by  Con- 
gress in  the  civil  and  diplomatic  bill  for  the  year  commencing  July  1, 
1857,  from  which  perioa  by  express  appropriation  he  will  be  entitled 
to  the  increased  amount  of  $1,740. 

W.  MEDILL, 
Comptroller. 


B  No.  27. 


Treasury  Dbpartmbnt,  July  3,  1857. 

Sir:  I  herewith  transmit  for  your  information  and  government  a 
copy  of  a  letter  addressed  by  me  to  the  First  Auditor  of  the  Treasury, 
I'especting  certain  vouchers  in  the  accounts  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  now  in  his  office  for  settlement. 
Very  respectfully^ 

HOWELL  COBB, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Hon.  Wm.  Mkdill, 

First  Comptroller. 
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Tbbasury  Department,  June  30,  186T. 

Sir  :  The  Clerk  of  the  Honse  of  Representatives  submits  in  settle- 
ment of  his  accounts  at  your  office  the  following  youchers : 

House  of  Bepreaentatives  United  StateSy  to  WiUiam  CuUom,    Dr. 

For  additional  compensation  for  settling  and  adjusting 
the  outstanding  bills  under  the  book  resolution,  found 
on  file  in  the  office,  which  belonged  to  my  predecessor...       $750  00 


March  7,  1857.  Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House 
House  of  Representatives,  United  States,  $750  in  full,  of  the  above 
account. 

WILLIAM  CULLOM. 
Endorsed :  Allowed. 

B.  B.  THURSTON, 
Chairman  Committee  on  Accounts. 


House  of  Representatives  United  States,  to  John  if.  Barclay^    Dr. 

For  amount  of  compensation  allowed  by  the  resolution 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  of  March  3,  1857...      $5,706  97 


March  30,  1857.  Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Bepreaentatives  United  States,  $5,706  97  in  full  of  the  above  account. 

JOHN  M.  BARCLAY. 
Endorsed :     Allowed. 

B.  B.  THURSTON, 
Chairman  Committee  on  Accounts. 


House  of  Bepresentatives  United  States,  to  J.  M.  Barclay,    Dr. 

For  clerical  services  on  alphabetical  index  during  the 

33d  Congress $250  00 


February  19,  1857.  Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  United  States,  $250  in  full  of  the  above 
account. 

JOHN  M.  BARCLAY. 
Endorsed :     Allowed. 

B.  B.  THURSTON, 
Chairman  Committee  on  Accounts. 
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House  of  BepreserUatives  United  States,  to  Daniel  Bucky    Dr, 

For  collating,  correcting,  and  preparing  for  publication 
the  list  of  appropriations  made,  new  o£5ce8  created, 

•  &c.,  as  required  oy  the  act  of  July  4, 1836,  for  the  2d 
session  28th  Congress,  1st  and  2d  sessions  29th  Con- 
gress, 1st  and  2d  sessions  30th  Congress,  1st  and  2d 
sessions  31st  Congress,  Ist  and  2d  sessions  32d  Con- 
gress, Ist  and  2d  sessions  33d  Congress,  and  3d  ses- 
sion 34th  Congress,  as,  authorized  by  the  resolution  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  March  3, 1857,  at  $360 
per  session $4,320  00 


DANIEL  BUCK. 
Endorsed :     Allowed. 

B.  B.  THURSTON, 
Chairman  Committee  on  Accounts. 

House  of  Bepresentatives  United  Stales^  to  W.  P.  Ingram^     Dr. 

For  services  as  clerk  to  Committee  on  Accounts  of  34th 

Congress $650  00 


Karch  31,  1857.     Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  House  of 
Representatives  United  States,  $650  in  full  of  the  above  account. 

W.  P.  INGRAM. 
Endorsed :     Allowed. 

B.  B.  THURSTON, 
Chairman  Committee  on  Accounts. 

House  of  Bepresentatives  United  States,  to  John  Bailey y     Dr. 

For  compensation  for  additional  services  as  clerk  in  the 
office  of  the  House  of  Representatives  United  States, 
twenty-five  dollars  a  month  from  the  Ist  day  of  May, 
1850,  to  June  30,  1853,  being  thirty-eight  months....  $950  00 


March  31,  1857.     Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  $950  in  full  of  the  above  account. 

JOHN  BAILEY. 
Endorsed :     Allowed. 

B.  B.  THURSTON, 
Chairman  Committee  on  Accounts. 

House  of  Bepresentaiives  of  the  United  States,  to  J.  C.  Walker ,  Dr. 

To  this  amount  allowed  8us  reading  clerk  by  resolution  of 
^the  House  of  of  March  3,  1857^  directing  a  sufficient 
sum  to  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  to  make 
regular  annual  salary  for  past  services  equal  to  the 
annual  amount  now  received  by  the  reading  clerk  of 
the  Senate.     (See  statement  annexed.) • $1,748  67 
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March  31,  1857.  Received  of  William  Callom,  aerk  of  the  House 
of  BepreseutaliveB  of  the  United  Statesi  $1,748  67  in  full  of  the  above 
account. 

J.  0.  WALKER. 

Hou9e  of  Bqn-eaetUalivea  qfthe  United  Stake  to  Thoa.  J.  Gali,  Dr. 

For  compensation  as  superintendent  of  the  folding  rooms 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
from  January  1,  1852,  to  July  1, 1853,  at  $1,500  per 
annum $2,250  00 

Credit  by  amount  paid  by  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre* 
sentatives 1,641  00 

609  00 


February  14,  1857.  Received  of  William  OuUom,  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  $609  in  full  of  the  above 
account. 

THOS.  J.  OALT. 

Eouse  of  Bepreaentatives  of  the  United  States  to  Phin.  B,  Tompkins^  Dr. 

For  amount  of  compensation  as  tally  clerk  and  assistant 
reader  as  per  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  of  March  3, 1857,  from  I2th  Feb- 
ruary, 1856,  to  28th  February,  1867,  inclusive $378  46 

March  31,  1857.  Received  from  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  $378  46  in  full  of 
above  account. 

PHIN.  B.  TOMPKINS. 

There  are  other  claims,  as  I  am  informed,  which  have  not  been  pre- 
sented of  a  similar  character. 

A  portion  of  these  payments  were  made  under  resolutions  of  the 
House  directing  the  Clerk  to  make  them.  The  others  were  made 
under  the  direction  of  the  Committee  of  Accounts  of  the  House  ;  all 
of  them  were  made  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House.  Upon 
thifl  statement  of  facts  the  question  arises,  Shall  the  Clerk  be  allowed 
credit  for  them  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury  in  the  settle- 
ment of  his  accounts  ?  As  a  general  rule,  each  House  of  Congress  has 
the  entire  control  and  direction  of  its  contingent  fund,  and  their  officers 
should  be  allowed  credit  for  such  payments  as  they  make  in  compliance 
with  the  orders  of  their  respective  Houses.  When,  however,  a  case 
arises  where  the  contingent  fund  has  been  appropriated  to  a  purpose 
in  violation  of  the  law,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  accounting  officers  of  the 
treasury  to  arrest  its  payment  to  the  extent  of  refusing  a  credit  for  it 
on  settlement  of  the  accounts  of  the  officer.  Was  the  House  author- 
ised, either  by  resolution  or  through  its  recognised  organ,  the  Com- 
mittee of  Acoountji,  to  allow  the  foregoing  sums  to  be  paid  out  of  its 
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contingent  fand  ?  The  fact  is  admitted  that  each  of  these  payments 
was  made  to  a  clerk  or  employe  of  the  Honso  as  ''extra  allowance" 
to  such  officer  for  service  rendered  by  him  in  his  official  capacity.  Is 
there  any  law  which  prevents  this  being  done? 

The  joint  resolution  of  July  20, 1854,  provides  that  *'  That  the  usual 
extra  compensation"  should  not  thereafter  be  allowed  to  the  officers 
who  received  the  benefit  of  that  law  in  the  increase  of  their  salaries. 

The  term  ''usual  extra  compensation,"  as  here  used,  referred  to 
the  extra  pay  which  for  a  number  of  years  had  been  voted  to  the  Clerk 
and  employes  of  the  Senate  and  House  by  resolution  of  those  bodies. 
It  is  not  pretended  that  the  payments  now  made  by  the  Clerk  were  of 
that  character,  and  I  do  not  think,  therefore,  that  this  joint  resolution 
apnlies  to  these  cases. 

My  attention  has  been  called  to  the  several  acts  of  Marcb  3, 
1839  ;  August  23,  1842;  August  26,  1842;  September  30,  1850,  and 
August  31, 1852.  The  object  of  these  laws  was  to  prevent  extra  allow- 
ance to  any  and  all  officers  of  the  government  who  were  in  the  receipt 
of  regular  and  fixed  salaries.  They  have  been  construed  by  the  prac- 
tice of  the  government  not  to  interfere  with  the  power  of  the  two  Houses 
of  Congress  over  their  contingent  fund.  This  construction  is  based 
upon  the  fact  that  the  terms  ot  these  different  laws  do  not  in  specific 
language  include  the  officers  of  Congress,  and  contain  no  express  limi- 
tation upon  the  power  of  the  two  Houses  over  their  contingent  fund. 

In  the  view  which  I  propose  to  take  of  another  provision  of  law, 
which,  in  my  judgment,  must  control  the  decision  of  this  question,  it 
becomes  unnecessary  for  me  to  review  the  practice  of  the  department 
under  the  various  acts  I  have  cited,  and  I  therefore  pass  from  this 
consideration  without  expressing  any  opinion  upon  their  applicability 
to  the  present  case. 

The  act  of  March  3^  1845,  which  was  an  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  civil  and  diplomatic  expenses  of  the  government  for  the  year 
ending  the  thirtieth  of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-six,  and  for 
other  purposes,  provides  in  the  second  section  of  the  act,  "that  no  part 
of  the  appropriation  which  may  be  made  for  the  contigent  expenses  of 
either  House  of  Congress,  shall  be  applied  to  any  other  than  the  ordi- 
nary expenses  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Kepresentatives  respectively ; 
nor  as  extra  allowance  to  any  clerk,  messenger,  or  attendant  of  the 
said  two  Houses,  or  either  of  them ;  nor  as  payment  or  compensation 
to  any  cjerk,  messenger,  or  other  attendant  to  be  so  employed  by  a 
resolution  of  one  of  said  Houses,  nor  in  the  purchase  of  books  to  be  dis- 
tributed to  members." 

The  language  of  this  law  is  plain,  positive,  and  unequivocal,  and  if 
in  force  forbids  in  express  terms  the  allowance  which  has  been  paid  in 
the  cases  under  consideration.  If  this  law  is  held  to  be  in  existence, 
then  the  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury  should  refuse  to  allow 
credit  to  disbursing  officers,  both  of  the  Senate  and  House,  for  any 
payment  made  by  them  out  of  the  ootUingeiU  fundj  either  for  "extra 
allowance  to  any  clerk,  messenger,  or  attendant"  of  either  House,  or 
"  for  payment  or  compensation  to  any  clerk,  messenger,  or  attendant 
employed  by  a  resolution  of  one  of  said  Houses." 

The  only  question  for  the  consideration  of  the  department  is  the  one 


tnd  it^s  just  and  wise  provisions  are  as  applicable  since  that 
fore.  There  is  nothing  peculiar  to  the  fiscal  year  ending 
ith  of  June,  1856,  which  would  have  called  for  such  enact- 
[  render  its  futnre  operation  improper  and  nnnecessarv.  X 
ifb,  "ho^wever,  to  rely  alone  upon  my  own  judgment  in  decid- 
point.  The  question  has  been  thoroughly  considered  by  our 
3r8,  And  opinions,  similar  to  the  one  I  have  indicated,  given 
L  upon  "by  them.  I  find  the  following  one  given  by  Mr. 
ey,  livhen  acting  as  First  Comptroller,  on  a  similar  case. 
proviaion  is  inserted  in  an  appropriation  act,  but  it  is  a  dis- 
1  subatantive  enactment,  and  is  as  permanent  as  itnv  other 
8  doubta  have  been  entertained  on  this  point,  the  question  will 
ined  aomewhat  at  length. 

brmer  times  it  was  the  custom  in  Congress,  as  well  as  in  Eng- 
i  confine  every  statute  to  one  subject  matter^  to  insert  nothing 
ot  gerinan  to  its  general  character  and  object,  and  to  use  pro- 
as qualifications  of  and  limitations  to  the  general  enactment 
i\i  tbey  may  be  inserted,  and  to  only  those,  and  not  apply  them 
itaiions  to  or  qualifications  of  other  statutes.  But  the  pressure 
islation  in  Congress  has  been  so  great  during  the  last  ten  or  fif- 
ears,  and  the  difiSculty  of  passing  any  general  statute  by  them- 
altering  the  former  laws,  has  been  so  insuperable  that  the  cus- 
as  crept  in  from  apparent  necessity  of  engrafting  such  enactments 
the  general  appropriation  acts,  either  in  the  form  of  provisos  or 
tinct  sections. 
V^hen  such  enactments  are  contained  in  distinct  sections  in  an 

Eriation  act,  or  other  statutes,  there  is  no  room  for  a  question 
e  words  contained  in  them  should  receive  the  same  interpreta- 
and  construction  as  if  they  were  used  in  a  statute  by  itself, 
ute  and  distinct  from  any  other  matter  or  subject;  and  when 
istantive  provision  is  inserted  in  an  appropriation  act  or  other 
'  Congress,  in  the  form  of  a  proviso,  the  words  and  phraseology 
d   all   he   taken   tncrether.  And   if  tYiAv  indirate  or  imnlv  an  in- 
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I  caDDot  anderstand.  I  confess  I  am  not  able  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  the  cases,  and  I  feel  quite  confident  that  if  this  law  had  been 
submitted  at  the  same  time  to  the  Attorney  General  he  would  have 
given  the  same  opinion  in  reference  to  it  that  he  did  in  the  cases  cited. 
I  concur  with  him  most  fully  in  the  construction  he  gave  to  the  act 
of  1842,  and  I  have  no  doubt  he  would  concur  with  me  in  applying 
the  same  reasoning  to  the  act  of  1845. 

Mj  opinion  then  is,  that  the  second  section  of  the  act  of  1845  was 
intended  to  be  permanent,  and  not  temporary  ;  that  it  is  now  in  force, 
and  must  be  applied  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury  to  all 
cases  coming  within  its  provisions. 

The  only  additional  reason  that  has  been  suggested  for  a  different 
construction  is  the  fact  that  a  different  rule  has  been  acted  upon,  both 
in  Congress  and  this  department.  I  admit  the  force  of  this  sugges- 
tion, and  feel  great  reluctance  in  overruling  a  practice  that  has  con- 
tinued for  so  many  years 

If  I  could  find  any  evidence  that  the  question  had  been  the  subject 
of  serious  consideration,  and  an  opinion  pronouuced  formally  upon  it 
and  acquiesced  in,  I  should  hesitate  long  before  resorting  to  a  new 
construction  of  the  law.  But  such  is  not  tne  case  ;  and  I  am  so  fully 
impressed  with  the  wisdom  of  the  law,  and  the  clearly  expressed  pur- 
pose of  Congress  to  make  it  permanent,  that  I  must  require  its  enforce- 
ment. 

The  greatest  reluctance  I  have  felt  in  coming  to  this  conclusion 
arises  from  the  apprehension  that  injustice  may  be  done  to  the  persons 
whose  claims  have  thus  been  recognized,  and  the  officers  of  the  Senate 
and  House,  who  have  acted  in  good  faith  in  complying  with  the  direc- 
tions of  their  respective  Houses. 

I  have  no  doubt  that  these  officers  have  so  acted,  and  in  refusing 
to  settle  their  accounts  no  imputation  is  intended  to  be  thrown  upon 
their  official  conduct.  In  paying  these  accounts  they  have  only  done 
what  they  were  required  to  do,  and  what  long  established  usage  justi- 
fied them  in  doing.  Under  such  circumstances  they  should  be  pro- 
tected from  any  loss  or  injury,  and  I  have  no  doubt  Congress  will  do 
it.  The  accounts  must  be  suspended,  however,  until  the  meeting  of 
Congress,  when  I  will  recommend  the  passage  of  a  law  authorizing 
the  department  to  pass  them. 

In  this  way  these  officers  can  be  amply  protected,  a  wise  and  good 
law  vindicated,  and  a  bad  practice  corrected. 

I  am,  very  respectfully, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretat-y  of  the  Treasury. 

Tbouas  L.  S31ITH,  Esq., 

First  Auditor. 

H.  Rep.  Com.  188 6 


82  ACCOUNTS  OF  WILLIAM   CULLOM. 


C— No.  1. 

Office  of  Clbrk  of  House  of  Representatives, 

WaaUngUm,  March  28,  1857. 

Sir  :  Please  cause  a  treasury  warrant  to  be  issued  in  favor  of  William 
CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  for 
thirty-two  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty  dollars^  to  be  charged  to 
the  following  appropriation  in  ''An  act  to  supply  deficiencies  m  the 
appropriations  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  the  30th  of 
June,  1857,"  viz  :  ''  To  indemnify  the  Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he  may 
have  expended  for  books  under  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives of  July  T,  1856,  and  to  enable  him,  under  said  resolution,  to 
furnish  for  each  member  and  delegate  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
who  has  not  heretofore  received  the  same,  the  following  enumerated 
books,"  &c. 

WILLIAM  CULLOM, 
Clerk  Home  of  BepreaerUcUivea  U.  S. 

Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury j  U.  8. 

Copy  of  voucher  accompanying  requisition  of  William  CuHom^  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives ^  dated  March  28, 1857,/or  $32,850,  dx. 

Washington,  March  29,  1857. 
-iJlerk*s  Office  of  House  of  Representatives^  U.  S.y  to  Gales  &  Seaiony  Dr. 

'  To  90  sets  of  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes,  at  |5  per 

volume $18,900  00 

'  To  90  sets  of  Register  of  Debates,  29  volumes,  at  $5  per 

volume 13,050  00 

".To  90  sets  of  Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes,  at  $5  per 

volume 900  00 

32,850  00 

Received  payment. 

GALES  &  SEATON. 

Endorsement  on  the  foregoing  requisition : 

Comptroller's  Office,  March  31,  1857. 
I  advise  that  the  amount  be  advanced  for  the  purposes  indicated. 
See  my  letter  to  Messrs.  Gales  &  Seaton  of  the  30th,  and  their  reply 
of  the  31st,  1856. 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
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C— No.  2. 

Trbasury  Department, 
Comptroller' 8  Office^  June  9,  1857. 

Sm :  A  short  time  since  a  requisition  of  William  Callom,  esq. ,  Clerk 
of  tlie  House  of  Bepresentatives,  in  which  he  asked  for  advances  out  of 
varioos  appropriations,  intended  to  he  disbursed  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  was  brought  to  me,  in  order  that  I  might 
present  to  you  my  views  as  to  the  propriety  of  making  the  advances 
asked  for.  I  advised  all  the  advances  requested  except  one.  To  that 
I  simply  invite  your  particular  attention,  without  expressing  an  opinion 
one  way  or  the  other^  as  I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  questions 
connected  with  it  were  then  under  your  consideration. 

I  have  not  the  requisition  before  me,  and  cannot  therefore  state 

frecisely  the  amount  of  that  item,  but  I  think  it  was  about  $6,000. 
t  was  intended  to  be  charged  to  the  appropriation  contnined  in  the 
act  entitled  ''  An  act  to  supply  deficiencies  in  the  appropriations  for 
the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  the  30th  of  June,  1857,"  approved 
March  3,  1857,  which  reads  as  follows :  ''  To  indemnify  the  Clerk  for 
such  sums  as  he  may  have  expended  for  books,  under  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  of  July  seventh,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty- 
six,  and  to  enable  him,  under  said  resolution,  to  furnish  to  each 
member  and  delegate  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  who  has  not 
heretofore  received  the  same,  the  following  enumerated  books,  viz: 
Qales  &  Beaton's  Begister  of  Debates  ;  Congressional  Globe  and  Ap- 

Cndix  ;  Public  Land  Laws,  (instructions  and  opinions  ;)  Elliot's  De- 
tes;  Diplomatic  Correspondence ;  Opinionsofthe  Attorneys  General, 
(in  five  volumes;)  Finance  Beports;  Gales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Con- 
gress ;  John  Adams'  Works ;  Jefferson's  Works,  (to  be  supplied  from 
the  numbers  of  said  work  now  in  the  charge  of  the  Librarian ;)  Hickey's 
Constitution,  and  Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws, 
one  hundred  and  thirty-eight  thousand  dollars,  or  so  much  thereof  as 
may  be  necessary,  is  hereby  appropriated  out  of  any  money  in  the  trea- 
sury not  otherwise  appropriated :  Provided^  They  be  furnished  at  prices 
not  exceeding  those  for  which  they  were  heretofore  supplied:  And  pro- 
vided, also,  That  said  works  be  forwarded  by  the  Clerk  to  such  public 
library  in  the  district  of  each  of  said  members  and  delegates  as  may 
be  designated  by  said  member  or  delegate." 

Having  been  verbally  requested  to  communicate  to  you  my  views  in 
writing,  in  respect  to  the  propriety  of  making  the  advances  requested 
by  the  Clerk  from  said  appropriations,  I  respectfully  submit  the  foUow- 
ine  suggestions : 

The  appropriation  has  two  objects  in  view,  viz :  one  to  indemnify 
the  Clerk  for  books  supposed  to  have  been  already  purchased  by  him  ; 
the  other  to  purchase  the  books  enumerated  for  distribution,  as  indi- 
cated by  the  proviso.  If  Mr.  CuUom  had  made  any  expenditures  for 
books  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  appropriation,  it  ought  to  be  a  very 
easy  matter  for  him  to  establish  the  fact.  A  bill  made  out  and 
receipted  by  a  known  bookseller,  naming  the  books  purchased,  giving 
the  date  of  the  purchase,  and  the  price  paid  per  volume,  would  be 
good  evidence.     Or  if  purchased  elsewhere  than  from  a  regular  dealer, 
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then  a  bill  similarly  made  out,  with  the  affidavit  or  certificate  of  the 
individual  that  he  had  received  of  the  Clerk,  in  good  faith  and  for  his 
own  use,  the  amount  therein  charged  and  set  forth,  would  be  consid- 
ered sufficient.  I  would  therefore  respectfully  recommend  that  no 
part  of  said  appropriation  be  advanced  for  the  purpose  of  indemnity 
until  the  Clerk  has  satis&ctorily  shown  that  he  made  bona  fide  pur- 
chases anterior  to  the  date  of  the  appropriation,  and  that  he  actually 
and  in  good  faith  paid,  or  agreed  to  pay,  the  prices  that  appear  in  hi» 
account. 

As  to  advances  for  the  purchase  of  books  enumerated  in  the  appro- 
priation, I  have  to  say  that  there  are  rumors  afloat  which  seriously 
impugn  the  official  integrity  of  Mr.  Cullom,  and  representations  have 
been  unreservedly  made  that  he  has  in  view  the  accomplishing  of 
purposes  by  means  of  this  appropriation  which  would  be  incompati- 
We  with  fidelity  to  the  government.  Whether  thpse  rumors  and  rep- 
resentations are  true  or  are  unjust  imputations  upon  the  character  of 
Mr.  Cullom  I  know  not,  but  the  fact  of  their  being  rife  is  a  sufficient 
reason  for  vigilant  circumspection  on  the  part  of  those  intrusted  with 
the  duty  to  see  that  the  laws  are  faithfully  executed. 

Under  these  circumstances^  it  seems  to  me  there  would  be  no  impro- 
priety in  placing  the  most  rigorous  restraints  around  this  appropria- 
tion. And  I  would  therefore  recommend  that  no  advances  be  made 
on  account  of  the  books  to  be  purchased  until  after  the  Clerk  shall 
have  exhibited  the  bills  of  the  persons  from  whom  he  may  purchase, 
duly  verified,  and  the  evidence  that  they  have  been  distributed  to 
libraries,  according  to  the  designation  of  the  members  and  delegates 
of  the  House. 

This  course  would  neither  be  attended  with  iuconvenience  nor 
impose  trouble  upon  the  Clerk ;  for  those  who  have  the  books  for  sale, 
knowing  that  the  appropriation  has  been  made  by  Congress,  would 
very  willingly  await  the  payment  of  their  bills  until  such  require- 
ments could  be  complied  with. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

W.  MEDILL,  ComptroUer, 

Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  IVeasury. 


C— No.  3. 


Treasury  Department^ 
Comptrdler* 8  Officey  June  11,  1857. 

Sir  :  lu  answer  to  your  inquiry  whether  any  part  of  the  appropria- 
tion of  $138,000,  included  in  the  deficiency  appropriation  act  of  March 
3,  1857,  to  indemnify  the  Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he  may  have  ex- 
pended for  books  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  July  7,  1857,  and  to  enable  him  to  furnish  for  each  member  and 
delegate  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  who  had  not  already  received 
the  same,  certain  books  enumerated,  has  been  drawn  from  the 
treasury,  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the  sum  of  $32,850  of 
said  appropriation  has  been  paid  out,  and  that  the  same  was  paid 
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out  under  the  following  circamstances.  On  the  28th  of  March  last 
a  requisition  was  made  oy  William  CuUom,  esq.,  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  against  said  appropriation,  for  the  sum  of  $32,850; 
and  when  it  was  presented  to  the  Comptroller  for  his  action  thereon, 
a  receipted  account  of  Qales  &  Seaton,  for  books  furnished  to  said 
Clerk^  amounting  to  said  sum  of  $32,850,  wa<  exhibited.  The  requi- 
sition did  not  specify  its  object  to  be  the  payment  of  this  particular 
bill  or  any  other  bill,  but  was  general  in  its  terms.  Mr.  Whittlesey, 
who  was  at  the  time  Comptroller^  informed  the  person  who  brought 
the  requisition  to  him  that  he  would  have  to  confer  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  before  recommending  the  advance  asked  for ;  he  then 
addressed  a  letter  dated  March  30,  1857,  to  Messrs.  Qales  and 
Seaton,  informing  them  that  said  requisition  had  been  presented,  but 
that  it  did  not  specify  that  the  payment  of  their  account^  which  had 
been  shown  to  him,  was  its  object,  and  then  requesting  as  follows, 
viz:  ''I  will  thank  you  to  state  whether  the  books  (ksignated  in 
your  account  have  been  delivered  to  Mr.  CuUom,  and  subject  to  or  in 
his  possession  ;  and  whether  the  payment  of  the  money  to  him  will  be 
acceptable  to  you,  and  within  your  agreement  and  understanding." — 
{See  copy  of  Mr.  Whittlesey's  letter  herewith,  marked  A.)  To 
this  Messrs.  Gales  &  Seaton  replied  on  the  same  day.  They  stated 
that  the  books  specified  in  their  receipted  account  had  been  delivered 
into  the  possession  of  the  Clerk  ;  also,  that  they  had  suggested  to  the 
Clerk  to  state  in  his  requisition  that  the  money  was  intended  to  be 
applied  to  the  payment  of  their  bill,  but  that  he  had  declined  doing 
80,  and  then  said :  ''  We  have  no  objection  to  the  money  for  us  being 
granted  to  him  in  the  form  he  proposed,  as  we  cannot  imagine  that 
he  will  fail  to  pay  us  after  he  gets  it. "  A  copy  of  Messrs.  Qales  & 
Seaton's  letter  is  herewith,  marked  B.  After  the  receipt  of  this 
reply,  Mr.  Whittlesey  endorsed  upon  Mr.  Cullom's  requisition 
aforesaid  as  follows,  viz : 

**  Comptroller's  Office, 

''March  dly  1857. 
^'I  advise  that  the  amount  be  advanced  for  the  purposes  indicated. 
See  my  letter  to  Messrs.  Gales  Ss  Seaton  of  the  30th,  and  their  reply 
of  the  3l8t,"  [30th,]  «*  1856."  [1857.1 

*'ELISHA  WHITTLESEY." 

Whereupon  a  warrant  was  issued  in  favor  of  said  William  CuUom 
for  the  sum  of  $32,850.  The  previous  practice  in  respect  to  appro- 
priations for  the  purchase  of  books  for  members  was  to  advance  to  the 
Clerk  upon  his  simple  requisition,  to  charge  him  in  account  therefor, 
and  to  credit  him  against  the  same  upon  the  production  of  the 
receipted  bills  of  the  parties  from  whom  his  purchases  were  made, 
approved  by  ♦he  Committee  of  Accounts. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.M.RAMSEY, 
Chief  Clerk  First  CompircUer's  Office, 
Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
A  copy  of  the  bill  of  Messrs.  Gales  &  Seaton,  herein  referred  to, 
is  herewith,  marked  C. 
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A. 

Treasury  Department, 
ComptroUer'a  Office,  March  30,  1857. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Hon.  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Eepresentatives,  sent  a  reqaisition  to-day  for  $32,850,  of  which  I  send 
to  you  a  copy. 

The  messenger  also  handed  to  me  your  account  against  the  United 
States,  receipted,  for  the  like  amount,  of  which  I  also  send  a  copy  to 
you.  I  said  to  Mr.  Bates,  the  messenger  I  referred  to  above,  that 
having  written  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  last  week  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  appropriation  on  which  Mr.  Cullom  wishes  the  said  advance 
to  be  charged,  I  must  confer  with  him  before  recommending  the 
advance  to  be  made.  Mr.  Bates  said  he  was  told  not  to  leave  the 
account  you  had  made  and  receipted  ;  but,  at  my  request,  he  permitted 
a  copy  to  be  taken. 

You  will  observe  that  the  requisition  does  not  specify  that  the  money 
is  to  pay  the  amount  due  to  you  ;  and,  for  the  information  of  the  Sec- 
retary, I  will  thank  you  to  state  whether  the  books  designated  in  your 
account  have  been  delivered  to  Mr.  Cullom,  and  subject  to  or  in  his 
possession.  And  whether  the  payment  of  the  money  to  him  will  he- 
acceptable  to  you,  and  within  your  agreement  or  understanding. 
Most  respectfully  yours. 


Messrs.  Gales  &  Seaton, 

Washingtonf  D.  C. 
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B. 

Washington,  March  30,  1857. 

Dear  Sir  :  In  answer  to  the  inquiry  contained  in  your  letter  of  this- 
date,  we  have  the  honor  to  state  that  the  ninety  sets  of  books  speci- 
fied in  the  receipted  account  sent  by  General  Cullom  to  the  Treasury 
Department  with  his  requisition  ibr  $32,850  were  delivered  by  us 
into  the  Clerk's  possession  on  the  28th  instant. 

We  sent  to  the  Clerk,  according  to  your  suggestion,  the  form  of  a- 
requisition,  specifying  that  the  money  is  to  pay  us  the  amount  for  the 
books,  but  he  declines  giving  one  in  that  shape.  We  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  money  for  us  being  granted  to  him  in  the  form  he  proposes,, 
as  we  cannot  imagine  that  he  will  iail  to  pay  us  after  he  gets  it. 

With  the  highest  respect,  your  obedient  servants, 

GALES  &  SEATON. 

Hon.  EusHA  Whittlesey, 

OomptrolXer. 
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C. 

Washinqton,  March  29,  1857. 
Clerk* 8  Office  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  to  Gales  dk 

Seatofty  Dr. 

To  90  sets  Annals  of  Congress,  42  vols.,  at  |5  per  volame...  $18,900 
To  90  sets  Register  of  Debates,  29  vols.,  at  |5  per  volume...  13,050 
To  90  sets  Senate  Land  Laws,  2  vols.,  at  $5  per  volame 900 

32,850 


Received  payment. 

GALES  &  BEATON. 


C— No.  4. 


Trbasurt  Djspartment,  June  13,  1857. 

Sir:  By  the  act  of  March  3,  1857,  ^*  to  supply  deficiencies  in  the 
appropriations  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1857,"  it  is  provided :  **  To  indemnify  the  Clerk  for' such  sums  as  he 
may  hare  expended  for  books  under  resolution  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  July  7,  1856,  and  to  furnish  for  each  member  and  dele- 
gate of  the  House  of  Representatives^  who  has  not  heretofore  received 
the  same,  the  following  enumerated  books,  viz :  Gales  &  Seaton's 
Register  of  Debates,  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  Public  Land 
Laws,  (instructions  and  opinions,)  Elliott's  Debates,  Diplomatic  Cor- 
respondence, Opinions  of  Attorneys  General,  (in  five  volumes,)  Fi- 
nance Reports,  Gales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  John  Adams' 
Works,  Jefferson's  Works,  (to  be  supplied  from  the  numbers  of  said 
works  now  in  charge  of  the  Librarian,)  Hickey's  Constitution,  and 
Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  $138,000,  or  so 
much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any 
money  in  the  treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated :  Provided^  They 
be  furnished  at  prices  not  exceeding  those  for  which  they  were  here- 
tofore supplied :  And  provided^  alsOy  That  said  books  be  forwarded 
by  the  Clerk  to  such  public  library  in  the  district  of  each  of  the  said 
members  and  delegates  as  may  be  designated  by  said  member  and 
delegate." 

This  provision  contemplates  two  distinct  objfects :  1st.  To  indemnify 
the  Clerk  for  books  already  purchssed  by  him.  2d  To  enable  the 
Clerk  to  obtain  and  forward  to  public  libraries  the  books  set  forth  in 
the  law,  as  soon  as  those  libraries  have  been  designated  by  the  mem- 
bers and  delegates  of  the  House  who  have  not  already  received  them. 

In  passing  upon  the  requisition  of  the  Clerk  you  should  require 
him  to  designate,  in  each  requisition,  for  which  of  the  two  objects  he 
desires  the  money.  This  is  necessary,  as  the  rules  for  allowing  the 
requisition  and  settling  the  account  under  the  two  heads  are  widely 
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different.  They  should  be  kept  separate  and  distinct  by  him,  and 
passed  upon  in  like  manner  by  you.  The  clause  of  the  law  which 
provides  for  the  purchase  of  books  to  be  forwarded  to  each  public 
library  as  the  member  or  delegate  may  designate  is  a  novel  provision, 
and  in  carrying  it  out  neither  the  Clerk  nor  the  accounting  officer 
of  the  treasury  has  any  precedent  for  his  guide  and  direction.  It  be- 
comes necessary  therefore  to  prescribe  forms  and  rules  for  the  case. 
It  has  been  suggested  that^  before  paying  the  requisition  of  the  Clerk, 
he  should  be  requested  to  furnish  the  evidence  that  he  has  complied 
with  the  law ;  tnat  is,  that  the  books  have  been  obtained  and  for- 
warded to  the  designated  libraries.  Such  a  course,  in  my  judgment, 
would  be  onerous,  unjust,  and  without  authority  of  law.  The  money, 
by  the  law,  is  placed  in  his  hands  to  purchase  and  forward  the  books. 
He  cannot  certainly  be  required  to  show  that  he  has  already  pur- 
chased and  forwarded  them  before  you  put  into  his  hands  the  funds 
with  which  it  is  to  be  done.  I  apprehend  that  no  such  rule  has  ever 
been  prescribed  for  any  public  officer  ;  and  I  confess  that  I  should  find 
it  difficult  to  justify  it  if  I  was  required  to  lay  it  down  as  the  rule  in 
this  case. 

The  object  of  this  branch  of  the  law  was  doubtless  twofold :  first, 
to  secure  the  purchase  of  the  books,  as  it  had  been  repeatedly  charged 
that  members  were  sometimes  in  the  habit  of  receiving«the  money 
instead  of  the  books ;  second,  to  give  the  benefit  of  the  purchase  to 
the  largest  number  of  readers  by  placing  the  books  in  public  libraries 
in  the  different  congressional  districts. 

The  law,  then,  should  be  so  carried  out  as  to  effect  in  the  most  cer- 
tain manner  these  two  objects,  and  at  the  same  time  impose  no 
unusual  or  unjust  terms  upon  the  Clerk,  the  officer  charged  with  the 
execution  of  it. 

To  do  this  the  Clerk  should  accompany  his  requisition  with  a  list 
of  the  members  and  delegates  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  this  branch  of 
the  law,  a  list  of  the  books,  and  the  prices  at  which  they  can  be  had, 
and  the  names  and  places  of  the  public  libraries  which  have  been 
designated  by  the  members  and  delegates,  respectively.  This  is  all 
that  you  can  require  in  advance.  When,  afterwards,  the  accounts  of 
the  Clerk  are  presented  at  your  office  for  settlement,  you  should  allow 
him  credit  for  such  books  only  as  he  produces  the  evidence  to  show 
have  been  purchased  and  forwarded  in  conformity  to  the  lists  and 
statements  made  at  the  time  the  requisition  was  allowed  and  paid. 
In  this  manner  the  law  in  this  respect  can  be  easily  executed  and  the 
object  of  Congress  certainly  accomplished. 

The  other  provision  of  the  act  is  to  indemnify  the  Clerk  for  such 
sums  as  he  may  have  previously  expended  for  books  under  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  July  7,  1856.  Congress  did  not  contemplate 
that  the  execution  of  this  part  of  the  law  should  be  subject  to  the 
last  proviso,  which  requires  the  books  to  be  forwarded  to  public  libra- 
ries. If  it  had,  there  would  have  been  no  necessity  for  the  separate 
and  distinct  provisions  contained  in  the  law,  but  all  would  have  been 
included  in  the  last  branch  of  the  act,  which  I  have  before  considered. 

In  granting  the  requisition  and  settling  the  accounts  of  the  Clerk 
for  carrying  out  this  part  of  the  law,  you  cannot  require  of  him  the 
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evidence  either  that  public  libraries  for  the  reception  of  the  books 
have  been  designated  or  that  the  books  have  been  accordingly  for- 
warded. The  law  evidently  contemplates  that  the  Clerk  had  alreadv 
purchased  books  under  the  resolution  of  the  House,  and  that  for  each 
purchase  he  should  be  indemnified. 

In  settling  his  accounts  under  this  branch  of  the  law,  it  may  be 

S roper  to  refer  to  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  July  7,  1856,  which 
irected  the  purchase.     That  resolution  is  as  follows  : 
**  Jteaolvedy  That  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  furnish 
and  deliver  to  each  of  the  members  and  delegates  of  the  House  of 
the  present  Congress  who  have  not  already  received  the  same,  and 

Cy  for  the  same  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House,  such  num- 
rs  and  editions  of  such  books  of  a  public  character  as  were  fur- 
nished to  the  new  members  and  delegates  in  the  last  Congress  under 
the  joint  resolution  of  February  23,  1854,  and  the  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  January  20,  1854  :  Provided^  That  they 
be  furnished  at  prices  not  esceeding  those  for  which  they  were  here- 
tofore supplied  to  such  members  and  delegates.'' 

Upon  examination  of  similar  resolutions  which  have  been  adopted 
by  previous  Houses,  I  find  that  they  substantially  agree  in  tneir 
directions  to  the  Clerk  with  the  one  now  under  consideration.  The 
Clerk,  to  the  extent  that  he  acted  in  carrying  out  this  resolution,  with 
the  recognized  and  approved  precedents  of  his  predecessors,  is  entitled 
to  protection,  and  such,  I  have  no  doubt,  was  the  intention  of  Con- 
gress in  passing  that  part  of  the  law  which  provides  for  his  indemnity. 

He  should  be  required  to  produce  to  your  office  satisfactory  evidence 
that  he  has  so  acted.  I  cannot  prescribe,  in  this  communication^  any 
fixed  and  definite  rule,  as  I  am  not  informed  of  the  character  of  the 
evidence  which  he  will  submit.  You  should  allow  him  credit  for  every 
expenditure  made  in  good  faith  by  him  in  carrying  out  the  resolution 

Erior  to  its  repeal.  I  would  suggest  that  the  best  evidence  that  he 
ad  made  such  purchases  would  he  the  production  of  the  receipts  of 
iho&e  from  whom  the  purchases  were  made;  and  that  evidence  should 
be  produced,  or  a  satisfactory  reason  given  for  its  non-production. 
This  suggestion  is  based  upon  the  idea  that  the  object  of  this  law  is 
to  indemnify  the  Clerk  for  the  money  paid  out  and  expended  by  him 
in  the  purchase  of  books  under  this  resolution,  and  that  it  is  the  point 
to  which  your  mind  should  be  directed  in  this  investigation. 

In  your  communication  to  me  you  intimate  that  rumors  are  afioat 
prejudicial  to  the  character  of  the  Clerk  in  connexion  with  this  book 
matter.  I  can  only  say  that  mere  rumors  should  not  induce  the 
adoption  of  harsh  and  severe  rules  upon  the  part  of  the  government 
in  its  dealings  with  one  of  its  officials,  but,  at  the  same  time,  if  any 
facts  should  come  to  your  knowledge,  creating  in  your  mind  a  well 
founded  apprehension  that  the  Clerk  acted  improperly  and  illegally  in 
this  matter,  it  not  only  justifies  but  requires,  on  your  part,  the  most 
rigid  and  scrutinizing  investigation  into  every  branch  of  his  accounts 
around  which  there  rests  a  suspicion  of  fraud. 
I  am,  &c., 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
W.  MsDiLL,  Esq.,  First  Comptroller. 
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C— No.  5. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller* 8  Office^  June  16,  1857. 
Sir:  I  transmit  herewith,  for  your  information  and  government,  a 
copy  of  the  decision  of  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
upon  the  clause  in  the  act  of  the  3d  March,  1857,  which  appropriates 
$138,000  **  to  indemnify  the  Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he  may  have  ex- 
pended for  books  under  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
July  7,  1856,"  and  to  furnish  certain  designated  books  to  such  mem- 
bers and  delegates  who  have  not  heretofore  received  the  same. 
Respectfully  yours, 

W.  MEDILL,  Coniptrdler. 
Wm.  CuLLOM,  Esq., 

Clerk  House  of  Repreaentaiivea. 


C— No.  6. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller* 8  Officty  July  7,  1857. 

Sir:  Your  requisition  of  the  6th  instant,  upon  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  for  an  advance  of  $20,000  out  of  the  book  appropriation  of 
$138,000,  contained  in  '^An  act  to  supply  deficiencies  in  the  appro- 
priation for  the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  the  30th  June,  1857/' 
approved  March  3,  1857,  having  been  presented  to  me  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  my  recommendation  to  the  said  Secretary  to  make 
the  advance  asked  for,  I  have  respectfully  to  inform  you  that,  inas- 
much as  you  state  that  you  want  said  amount  for  the  purpose  of 
applying  it  to  the  indemnification  of  the  Clerk  for  moneys  which  he 
had  expended  for  books  prior  to  the  date  of  said  appropriation,  (that 
being  one  of  the  objects  of  the  appropriation,)  and  inasmuch  as  the 
law  has  not  fixed  the  precipe  amount  to  be  reimbursed  to  the  Clerk, 
and  you  have  not  furnished  any  evidence  that  the  sum  of  $20,000,  or 
any  other  amount  is  due,  I  must  decline  making  any  such  recommend- 
ation to  the  Secretary.  The  language  of  the  appropriation  is  ''to 
indemnify  the  Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he  may  have  expended  for  books 
under  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7,  1856.  and 
to  enable  him,  under  said  resolution,  to  furnish  for  each  member  and 
delegate  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  who  has  not  heretofore  re- 
ceived the  same,  the  following  enumerated  books,  viz :  *  *  *  * 
One  hundred  and  thirty-eight  thousand  dollars,  or  as  much  thereof 
as  may  be  necessary,  is  hereby  appropriated  out  of  any  money  in 
the  treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated.''  The  aggregate  amount 
that  can  be  used  for  both  objects  is  limited,  but  the  exact  sum  to  be 
applied  to  either  is  not  named.  The  one  object  is  relief,  viz,  to  re- 
store to  you  the  amount  of  money  which  you  had  expended  for  books 
under  the  resolution  of^^^  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7,  ^856, 
prior  to  March  3,  1857,  the  date  of  the  appropriation  to  settle  for 
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the  past ;  the  other  to  provide  for  what  was  directed  to  be  done  in  the 
fhture.  I  know  of  no  instance  where  money  has  been  appropriated  to 
liquidate  a  claim,  of  an  advance  having  been  made  on  accoant  thereof, 
unless  the  sum  to  be  paid  was  definitely  set  forth  in  the  act ;  but  on 
the  contrary,  it  has  been  the  invariable  practice  of  the  department  in 
respect  to  all  relief  acts  or  appropriations,  where  the  amount  to  be 
paid  is  left  to  be  ascertained  upon  evidence  to  be  adduced  by  the  party 
m  interest,  1o  require  accounts  to  be  presented  to  and  adjusted  by  the 
proper  officers  of  the  government  before  it  would  authorize  any  pay- 
ment to  be  made.  I  can  conceive  of  no  reason  to  justify  a  departure 
from  this  salutary  rule  in  your  case.  If  expenditures  were  made  by 
you  for  books  prior  to  the  3d  of  March,  1857,  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
will  be  no  difficult  matter  for  you  to  establish  the  fact  by  an  account 
and  Toochers  ;  and  as  the  law  only  authorizes  what  you  had  actually 
expended  to  be  paid  to  you,  I  cannot  perceive  how  with  propriety 
any  payment  can  be  made  to  you  until  you  establish  with  certainty 
the  amoont  to  which  you  are  entitled.  I  am  authorized  to  say  that 
the  Secretary  concurs  in  these  views. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

W.  MEDILL,  Comptroller. 

P.  8.  Tour  requisition  is  herewith  returned. 
William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  House  of  Itepreeentatives. 


C— No.  1. 

Office  House  of  Representatives,  United  States, 

August  10,  185T. 

Sir:  I  desire  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the  settlement 
of  my  account  for  indemnity  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1857, 1  was 
not  allowed  for  three  sets  of  books  purchased  under  the  resolution 
of  the  House  of  July  7,  1856,  but  which  were  not  delivered  to  mem- 
bers. That  any  distinction  is  made  by  the  act  referred  to  between 
*  *  books  purchased  and  delivered,  "and  * '  books  p  urchased  and  on  handy  * ' 
I  am  wholly  at  a  loss  to  perceive.  Indeed^  as  it  seems  to  me,  not  only 
its  spirit  but  its  language  is  the  very  opposite  of  such  an  idea.  The 
language  of  the  law  is :  **  To  indemnify  the  Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he 
may  expend  for  books  under  [the]  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tivea  of  Jtdy  7,  1856."  The  words.** under  the  resolution,"  &c.,  I 
take  it,  were  used  simply  to  indicate  the  books  and  their  maximum 
prices;  and  if  I  had  charged  for  other  books  or  at  higher  prices  than 
those  contemplated  by  the  resolution,  I  might  very  properly  have 
been  refused  the  allowance.  If,  as  has  been  suggested,  because  the 
resolution  directed  the  delivery  as  well  as  the  purchase,  I  am  not  to 
be  indemnified  for  such  books  as  are  undelivered,  by  a  parity  of 
reasoning  I  should  not  have  been  indemnified  for  any  number  of  pur- 
chases and  deliveries  less  than  the  whole  number  contemplated  by  the 
resolution. 


92  ACCOUNTS  OF   WILLUM  CULLOM. 

As  you  are  doubtless  aware,  I  am  not  authorized  by  the  law  to 
deliver  to  the  libraries  anything  like  as  many  books  as  I  was  directed 
by  the  resolution  to  furnish  to  the  members  ;  the  value  of  a  set  for  the 
former  being  but  $647  25,  while  that  for  the  latter  was  $1,078.  So 
that  if  the  rule  shall  prevail  that  I  am  only  to  be  indemnified  to  the 
extent  to  which  I  may  deliver  the  books,  I  shall  be  a  sufferer  to  a  con- 
siderable extent. 

With  e^ery  confidence  that  you  will  at  once  see  the  justice  and  pro- 
priety of  allowing  the  residue  of  my  account, 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  CULLOM. 

Hon.  Howell  C!obb, 

Secreiwy  of  the  Treasury, 


C— No.  8. 

Tbeasurt  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office^  August  17,  1857 

Sir  :  I  have  very  respectfully  to  acknowledge  the  reference  from  the 
department,  **for  report,"  of  the  letter  to  you  from  the  Hon.  Wm. 
Omiom,  Clerk  of  the  Mouse  of  Representatives,  dated  the  10th  instant, 
wherein  he  calls  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the  settlement  of 
his  account  for  ^'  indemnity  under  the  act  of  March  3, 1857/'  he  was 
not  allowed  for  three  certain  sets  of  books  purchased  ''under  the  reso- 
lution of  the  House  of  July  7,  1856."     That  resolution  is  as  follows: 

^^Resclvedy  That  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  furnish 
and  deliver  to  each  of  the  members  and  delegates  of  the  House  of  the 
present  Congress,  who  have  not  already  received  the  same,  and  pay 
for  the  same  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House,  such  numbers 
and  editions  of  such  books  of  a  public  character  as  were  furnished  to 
the  new  members  and  delegates  in  the  last  Congress,  under  the  joint 
resolution  of  February  23,  1854,  and  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  January  20,  1854:  Provided^  That  they  be  fur- 
nished at  prices  not  exceeding  those  for  which  they  were  heretofore 
supplied  to  such  members  and  delegates." 

Acting  under  and  in  pursuance  of  the  requirements  of  this  resolu- 
tion, Mr.  Cullom  made  large  expenditures,  as  he  alleged,  which  there 
was  no  appropriation  to  meet. 

To  obviate  this  difficulty.  Congress,  in  the  act  of  March  3,  1857,  to 
supply  vacancies,  &c.,  appropriated  a  certain  amount  **  to  indemnify 
the  Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he  may  have  expended  for  books  under  the 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7,  1856." 

In  the  settlement  ot  Mr.  Cullom's  account  for  expenditures  as  afore- 
said, he  was  allowed  and  paid  for  twenty-one  sets  of  books,  which  are 
all  that  he  claims  to  have  furnished  and  delivered  to  members  and 
delegates,  in  accordance  with  what  is  held  to  be  the  requirements  of 
said  resolution,  and  for  which  he  presented  and  filed  the  necessary 
receipts. 

He  also  claimed  payment  for  three  sets  which  have  never  been 
delivered  to  any  one,  and  which  he  says  he  still  has  on  hand.  This 
charge  was  disallowed  by  the  First  Auditor,   whose  decision  in  the 
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matter  was  confirmed  by  this  office.  The  resolution  of  the  House  was 
to  ^' furnish  and  deliver /'  and  the  subsequent  appropriation  was  to 
indemnify  the  Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he  may  have  expended  under 
said  resdudon. 

Such  sets  as  are  now  on  hand  can  be  properly  used  and  paid  for 
when  the  residue  of  the  members  entitled  to  books  shall  have  desig- 
nated the  libraries  in  their  respective  districts  to  which  the  same  can 
be  transmitted. 

The  letter  of  Mr.  Cullom  is  herewith  returned. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 


Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Sectetary  of  the  Treasury. 


W.  MEDILL,  Comptroller. 


C— No.  9. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Qffice,  September  12,  1857. 

Sir  :  I  beg  leave  respectfully  to  make  the  following  statement  for 
year  consideration^  respecting  the  requisition,  dated  the  10th  instant, 
of  the  Hon.  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
asking  for  an  advance  of  $20^304  out  of  the  appropriation  con- 
tained in  an  act  to  supply  deficiencies,  approved  March  3,  1857,  on 
account  of  purchase  of  books  under  a  clause  of  said  act,  which  is  in 
effect  to  enable  the  Clerk  to  obtain  and  forward  to  public  libraries  the 
books  set  forth  in  the  law,  as  soon  as  those  libraries  have  been  desig- 
nated by  the  members  and  delegates  of  the  House  who  have  not 
already  received  them.  The  Clerk  has  iurnished  a  paper,  designated 
as  a  '^  list  of  the  books  to  be  furnished  to  the  new  members  under  the 
act  of  March  3,  1867,  and  the  prices  at  which  they  can  be  obtained,'' 
together  with  letters  to  him  from  seventy-two  members  of  the  34th 
Congress  designating  the  libraries  where  they  desire  the  books  to  be 
forwarded,  respectively  ;  and  also  a  list  of  the  names  and  of  the  libra- 
ries designated  by  said  seventy-two  members  compiled  by  him. 

The  net  amount  of  all  the  works  specified  in  the  act  is  for 

one  entire  set,  as  per  the  list $617  00 

From  which  deduct  Gales  Ss  Beaton's  Register  of  Debates, 
29  parts,  $145  ;  Senate's  Land  Laws,  2  volumes,  $10  ; 
Gales  &  Beaton's  Annals,  42  volumes,  $210  ;  which  it  is 
stated  have  already  been  purchased,  making  an  aggre- 
gate of 365  00 

And  leaving  a  balanceof 282  00 

Which,  multiplied  by  the  number  of  members  now  repre- 
sented   72 


564  00 
19,740  0 


Makes  the  amount  of  the  requisition 20,304  00 
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I  may  call  jour  attention  to  the  fact  that  an  advance  was 
made  upon  the  requisition  of  the  clerk,  March  31, 1867, 
per  warrant  8018,  of $32,860  00 

Seventy-two  members,  as  stated,  have  designated  libraries, 
which,  at  |647  net  for  each  set,  without  deductions, 
amount  to 46,584  00 

The  amount  required  to  make  up  deficiency  of  requisition 

of  Mr.  Cullom,  by  this  statement,  is  therefore 13,734  00 

The  requisition  calls  for  an  advance  of 20,304  00 

And  is  consequently  over  estimated 6,670  00 

I  understand  theClerk  isof  the  opinion  that  inasmuch  as  he  purchased 
of  Gales  &  Seaton  90  sets  of  three  works  at  an  aggregate  of  $365  for  each 
set,  which  makes  the  said  advance  of  $32,850,  and  that  no  deduction 
should  be  made  from  his  present  or  subsequent  requisitions  for  the 
residue  of  the  works  to  be  supplied  ;  and  that  the  remaining  18  sets 
of  three  works  that  will  be  left  on  hand,  or  the  difference  between  90  and 
72,  will  hereafter  be  applied  for  that  number  of  other  members  enti- 
tled, and  who  have  not,  as  yet,  designated  the  libraries  to  which  they 
wish  the  whole  number  specified  in  the  act  to  be  forwarded. 

A  question  has  also  arisen  whether  any  advance  that  may  be  made 
shall  be  in  connexion  with,  or  under  his  official  bond.  It  is  urged 
that  the  bond  should  not  be  made  to  apply,  on  the  ground  that  the 
service  required  is  special,  and  therefore  does  not  come  within  the 
scope  of  his  duties  as  a  disbursing  officer.  Touching  the  advance 
made  31st  March  last,  I  may  mention  that  a  voucher  of  Gales  & 
Seaton  for  $32,850  was  presented  receipted  in  full,  a  copy  of  which  is 
attached  to  warrant  8018;  but  under  your  letter  of  instructions  of 
13th  June  last,  it  is  presumed  the  voucher  cannot  apply  in  the  adjust- 
ment of  the  accounts  of  the  Clerk,  for  advances  under  the  appropria- 
tion, inasmuch  as  it  is  required  that  he  should  be  allowed  for  such 
books  only  as  he  produces  the  evidence  to  show  have  been  purchased 
and  forwarded  in  conformity  to  the  lists  and  statements  made  at  the 
time  the  requisitions  were  allowed  and  paid.  The  voucher  named, 
and  other  vouchers  to  be  receipted  to  the  Clerk  might  be  required  to 
be  filed  with  his  accounts  in  connexion  with  the  receipts  of  librarians, 
&c, ,  as  substantive  evidence  of  the  purchases  made.  The  requisition 
and  list  of  books  to  be  furnished,  &c.,  are  herewith  enclosed. 
Very  respectfully,  vours, 

W.  MEDILL,  Comptroller. 

Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[Cop7  of  ComptroUer's  endoncment  on  the  requisition.] 

Comptroller's  Office, 

September  12,  1857. 
The  requisition  of  Mr.  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, together  with  the  '^ist  of  books  to  be  furnished  members  under 
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the  act  of  March  3, 1857,  and  the  prices  at  which  they  can  be  obtained," 
or  submitted  by  him,  and  my  letter  of  this  morning  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  on  the  subject,  is  returned.  The  li^t  of  members 
entitled  to  books  and  who  have  designated  libraries  with  the  names 
and  locations  of  said  libraries  is  retained  in  this  office.  In  view  of  all 
the  circumstances,  and  of  the  views  of  the  Secretary  in  the  premises, 
I  respectfully  advise  the  advance  of  the  amount  asked  for  in  the  requi- 
sition, viz:  $20,304,  for  which  he  will  be  charged,  but  with  the 
understanding  that  he  is  to  embrace  in  the  72  sets  estimated  for  the 
three  sets  of  l^oks  which  he  has  on  hand  and  payment  for  which  was 
refused  as  per  report  of  First  Auditor,  No.  128,300,  so  far  as  the  same 
are  applicable  to  present  purposes. 


Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


W.  MEDILL,  ComptroUer. 


C— No.  10. 


Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's*  Office^  September  14,  1857. 

Sir  :  I  beg  leave  to  advise  you  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
has  directed  the  advance  of  the  full  amount  requested  in  your  requi- 
sition of  the  10th  instant  of  |20,304  on  account  of  the  purchase  of 
certain  books  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1867.  I  have,  for  your  special 
information,  to  extract  from  my  reference  to  the  Secretary  of  the  requi- 
sition the  following,  it  having  been  referred  to  this  office  for  advice  as 
usual,  viz: 

**  Comptroller's  Office, 

''September  12,  IBbl. 

*'  The  requisition  of  Mr.  CuUom,  Clerk  House  of  Representatives, 
together  with  the  list  of  books  to  be  furnished  members  under  the  act 
of  March  3,  1857,  and  the  prices  at  which  they  can  be  obtained  as 
submitted  by  him,  is  returned.  The  list  of  members  entitled  to  books 
and  who  have  designated  libraries,  with  the  names  and  location  of 
said  libraries,  is  retained  in  this  office. 

"  In  view  of  all  the  circumstances  and  of  the  views  of  the  Secretary 
in  the  premises,  I  respectfully  advise  the  advance  of  the  amount  asked 
for  in  the  requisition,  viz :  $20,304,  for  which  he  will  be  charged, 
but  with  the  understanding  that  he  is  to  embrace  in  the  72  sets  esti- 
mated for  the  three  sets  of  books  which  he  has  on  hand,  and  payment 
for  which  was  refused  as  per  report  of  First  Auditor,  No.  128,300,  so 
far  as  the  same  are  applicable  to  present  purposes. 

«' W.  MEDILL,  ComptroUer. 

"  Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

"  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.*' 

The  recommendation,  so  far  as  pertains  to  the  three  sets  of  books 
mentioned,  was  in  accordance  with  the  view  of  the  Secretary,  and  is 
made  applicable  to  that  extent,  as  stated  in  the  reference. 

W.  MEDILL,  ComptroUer. 

Hon.  Wm.  Cullom, 

Clerk  of  House  of  Representatives. 
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C— No.  11. 


Treasury  Department, 
Comptro^er's  Office ^  November  4,  1857. 

The  requisition  of  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, of  the  2(i  instant,  referred  to  this  office  on  the  3d,  ''  to  re- 
port the  propriety  of  making  this  advance,"  is  herewith  returned. 
The  list  of  eighteen  members,  now  represented,  entitled  to  books,  and 
who  have  designated  libraries,  is  retained  in  this  office. 

Inasmuch  as  a  previous  requisition  upon  this  account  was  advanced 
September  14, 1857,  upon  Treasury  warrant  No.  8827,  in  the  sum  of 
$20,304,  in  accordance  with  your  views  at  the  time,  (and  also  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  your  letter  of  June  13,  1857,  to  me,) 
and  which  was  charged  to  the  Clerk  under  the  second  branch  of  the 
book  appropriation,  per  section  in  act  to  supply  deficiencies,  approved 
March  3,  1857,  I  see  no  reason  why  the  present  advance  asked  for,  of 
|5,076,  shall  not  be  made,  and  submit  the  same  for  your  direction. 

W.  MEDILL, 

Comptroller. 

Hon.  ilowBLL  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


f 

C.— No.  12. 


Office  Clerk  House  of  Representatives,  U.  8., 

December  1,  1857. 

Sir  :  Be  pleased  to  cause  a  Treasury  warrant  to  be  issued  in  favor 
of  myself  for  five  thousand  one  hundred  and  seventy-six  dollars,  to 
be  charged  to  the  second  clause  of  the  following  appropriation  in 
'*An  act  to  supply  deficiencies  in  the  appropriations  for  the  service  of 
the  fiscal  year,  ending  June  30,  1857,*'  to  indemnify  the  Clerk  for 
such  sum  as  he  may  have  expended  for  books,  under  a  resolution  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7,  1856,  and  to  enable  him 
under  said  resolution  to  furnish  for  each  member  and  delegate  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  that  have  not  heretofore  received  the  same, 
the  following  enumerated  books,  viz :  Gales  &  Seaton's  Register  of 
Debates,  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  Public  Land  Laws, 
Instructions  and  Opinions,  Elliott's  Debates,  Diplomatic  Cor- 
respondence, Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  in  five  volumes.  Fi- 
nance Reports,  Gales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  John  Adams' 
works,  Jefferson's  works,  to  be  supplied  from  the  numbers  of  said 
work  now  in  chafge  of  the  librarian,  Hickey's  Constitution,  and 
Mayo&  MoultoQ^  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws." 

The  names  of         p  libraries,  and  letters  of  metabers   designating 
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Tftylor  &  Maury $12,903  6» 

Joseph  Shillington • 6,078  0^ 

17,981  50 


Becftpitulation  of  all  the  purchases  and  receipts  filed : 

Gales*  Seaton .- , $32,860  00 

Taylor  &  Maury,  and  Joseph  Shilliugtoa 17,981  60 

Aggregate 60^8S1  60 

Adyances  heretofore  made,  as  aforesaid. 66,286  00 


I  may  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  is  supposed  a  Clerk  for  the 
House  of  Bepresentatifes  will  be  elected  this  day. 

W.  MBDILL, 

Hon.  8ecrbtaby  of  thi  Tbiaburt. 


C  No.  18. 

List  (}f  libraries,  dedgnaied  by  members  of  the  Mtii  Conffrtss^  to  be  fur- 
nished tcith  certain  books  named  intheadKjf  Jfarc&  S,  1867. 


No. 


libnurifltdetigiiatod. 


1 
2 
3 

4 
6 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 

13 
14 

16 
16 


Hon.  James  Bishop. •••••. 

Hon.  J.  ^.  Denver 

Hon.  Ainram  Wtkeman  . .. 

Hon.  Percy  Walker 

Hon.  George  T.  Hodgee  .. . 
Hon.  J.  L.  D.  Morrison  ••.. 

Hon.  John  Sherman 

Hon.  J,  6.  T.  Stranahan  . . . 

Hon.  C.  G.  Chaffee 

Hon.  Nathaniel  B.  Darfee  . 
Hon.  Luther  M.  Kennett.. 
Hon.  James  A.  Stewart.... 

Hon.  Warren  Winslow.... 
Hon. John  M.Wood 


Hon.  S.  A.  PnrTisnoe 
^on.  Hir*m  Warner.. 


17  Hon.  IBchard  Mott . 

18  Hoo.B.D.OuJJen.   ''^ 

19  Hon.V.B.flbrtoo 

26  I  Hon.  James  H.  Qu^lV  '  | ' 


Yoong  Men's  Library  AsBodation,  New  Bmnswiok,  N.  J. 

Frank  Denver's  Ltbnuy,  Sacramento,  CaL 

YorkTUle  libraiy  Awdation,  TorkviUe,  N.  T. 

Mobile  Franklin  Society,  Mobile,  Ala. 

Ratland  Academy  Library,  Ratland,  Vt. 

Washington  County  librae,  Nftshville,  HI. 

Mansteld  Ubrary  Assodatkm,  MansAeld,  Ohio. 

Brooklyn  Athenamn,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

Springfield  City  Library.  Springfield,  Mass. 

Union  Society,  TlrertoD,  B.  I. 

Mercantile  Library  of  the  City  of  St  Loois,  St  Louis,  Mo. 

Cambridge  LibnMj  Association  of  Dorchester  Oonnty,  Gam- 

bridge,  Md. 
Cross  Creek  Lodge,  No.  4,  Fayetteville,  N.  C. 
Library  of  the  Portland  Advertiser,  64  Middle  street, 

Portland,  Me. 
Bntler  Literary  Society,  Butler,  Butler  county.  Pa. 
Library  of  the  Superior  Court  of  Meriwether  county,  at 

Greenville,  Qe, 
Libnuy  of  the  Young  Men's  Aawclation,  Toledo, Ohio. 
Library  oi  Oeorgftowa,  Qeorgeio^tt»  I>elaware. 
Ohio  Univeral^,  Aiheng,  Atheo^  county,  Ohio. 
Pottsville  Sdentlflc  AtBOcldtlon  JottavUle,  Pa. 
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libraries  jdesigiuitad. 


31 
32 

33 
34 
25 
26 

r 

28 

29 

26 
31 
SS 
S3 
34 
36 
36 


Hoo.  TliamAB  OIiIMb,  Jr. .. 
Hon.  Henry  IWin^er  Daiwh. 

Hon.  H.&  Bennett 

Hon.  Wm*  ▲.  ^Ho^nnArd.... . 

HM.D.  F.  Hollcrwmy 

Hoo.8chityleT  Oolfi^s 

HoiLAAroD.  H..  CTmi^«n. 
H(m.E.a. 


Hoo-TliOBrMie  'F'.  Bowto.. 

Hflii.Edw»ra  nodd 

Hon.  H.  G.  Poetier 

Hoii.Li^O.  B.  Bcmadi.... 

HolJ.P.  F« 

HoilC.Liw1 

Hon.  J.  I>.  C9flkw*on  .. 

Hon.  PtiUeKDOA  Bite. 


8T    Hon.  C.  K-  IPT&teoo  . 
38    Hon.  A.  BnrliosamA  • 


39  Hon.  OeoTC^  B-  BobUns .  - , 

40  Hon.  SamiEiel  GfOloway.... 

41  Hon.  B.  ^W-  BLoOoMUA 


42 

43 

U 

45 

46 

47 

48 

41 

50 

51 

53 


Hon.  Cedwaladflr  C.  Waah- 

bUTll. 

Hon.  J.  MorriaoQ  Harrk.. . 

Ho^B.  F.  Loiter 

HoD.SaiiMiel  HBradahaw. 
Hon.  J.  H.  'Wood worth.... 
Hon.  A.  P.  Orangar  .  .«•••. 

Hon.  Henry  Waldroo 

Hon.  Jobn  A.  Bingham  . ., 

Hon.  J.  M.  Pftrker 

Hon.  W.  8.  Damrall 

Hon.  F.  £.  Spinner 


53  \  Hon.LAiclan  Barbour. 

54  I  Hon.  Sidney  Dean.... 

66  I  Hon.  R  T.  Flalne  ,^.. . 
56  I  Hon.  J. ThorlngtoQ... 

67  Hon.  W.  H.  Kelaey  . .. 

b%  I  Hon.  T.  R.  Horton 

69  I  Hon.  George  W.  Peck. 
60  I  Hon.JualinLHorrU. 
ei  I  Hon. T.C.Day 


Ct 

€S 
•i 

65 
66 

67 
68 

69 
70 

71 
73 


Hon. 
Hon. 
Hon. 
Hon. 
Hon. 
Hon. 
Hon. 
Hon. 
Hon. 
Hon. 
\  Hon. 


A  T.Moore 

C.  Billinghant. 

D.  F.  Bobieon  . . 
Jacob  C.  Davit. 
J.  A  Quitman.. 
Kofoa  H.King. 
Darid  Barclay  . 
A  G.Talbot... 

AHali 

KUlian  Miller  . 
Harry  D.Scott. 


Seamen's  Fitende'  Sodeiy  library,  New  York  dty. 
Meraaatile  Library,  Baltimoro,  Md.  i 

Yellowboiha  Baptiit  Female  loatiiuta,  Grenada,  Miai. 
Detroit  Yoang  Men's  Society  library,  Detroit,  Miabu 
Workingmen's  Library,  Richmond,  Ind. 
MoCluie  Workingmen's  library.  South  Bend,  Ind. 
Lebanon  Town  Library,  Lebanon,  N.  H. 
Masonic  davical   lasHtiite,  Boxboro',  Person  ooimty, 

N.C. 
Upper  Marlboro'  Academy  Library,  Upper  Marlboro',  Md« 
Argyle  Academy,  Argyle,  Washington  county,  N.  Y. 
Mercer  Unhrersity,  Penfleld,  Green  coonty.  On. 
State  Ubrary,  Baldgh.  N.  C. 
Dfekioion  Seminary,  YniUamspoft,  Pii. 
Middlesex  Mechanics'  Association,  LowcU,  Ms«. 
Flle^grove  library,  Woodstown,  N.  J. 
Onkm  Society  Library  of  OberlUi  CoUege,  ObeElin,  Ohio. 
Seneea  library  Anodation,  TiiBn,  Ohio. 
Mechanlca'    AppmtlceB'   Libsary 


Hamilton  Library,  Hamilton  Square,  Metcer  oomitf ,  N.  J. 

Oolnmbns  Atheonom,  Colmnbus,  Ohio. 

American  Library  AssoGlation  of  Camberknd,  Oomber 

land,  Md. 
Library  of  State  Historical  Society,  Madteon,  WiSL 

Maryland  Institate,  BalOmoie,  Md. 

OtiBens'  library,  Canton,  Ohio. 

Richland  Library,  Quakertown,  Backs  county,  Fla. 

Chicago  University,  Chicago,  111. 

Franklin  Institute,  Syracuse,  N.  Y. 

HUlsdale  Library  Association,  Hillsdale,  Mich. 

Cadiz  Library  Association,  Cadiz,  Ohio. 

Peofde's  College,  Havana,  N.  Y. 

ReadvUle  Ufwary,  Mass. 

St  Lawrence  Academy  library,  Potsdam,  St.  Lawrence 

ooimty,  N,  Y.  • 

Marion  County  library,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
Putnam  Library  Association,  Putnam,  Conn. 
Franklin  literary  Club,  Edenton,  K.  C. 
Scott  County  Public  Library,  Davenport,  Iowa. 
Athencum  Library,  Gcneseo,  Livingston  county,  N.  Y. 
Fultonville  Young  Men's  Association,  Fultonville,  N.  Y. 
Lansing  Library,  Lansing,  Mich. 
Norwich  University  Library,  Norwich,  Vt. 
Young  Men's  Mercantile  library  Association,  Cincinnati, 

Ohio. 
Our  Club,  Portsmouth,  Ohio. 

Wayland  University,  Beaver  Dam,  Dodge  county,  Wis. 
Roberson's  Free  Library,  Chambenburg,  Pa. 
Hancock  Library  Assodation,  Warsi^w,  Dl. 
Natchez  InsUtute,  Natchez,  Miss. 
CatskiU  library,  CatsklU,  N.  Y. 
Barclay  Library,  Brookville,  Pa. 
Talbot  library,  Columbia,  Ky. 
Keosauqua  Library  Association,  Keosauqua,  Iowa. 
Franklin  Library  Association,  Hudson,  N.  Y. 
McClure's  Worklngmcn's  Institute,  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 
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Members'  uamm. 

78 

Hob.  a.  E.  Roberts 

Ubiary  of  the  Historical,  Agrlcnltona,  and  MedMslfls* 
Inrtitote  of  Lancaster,  Laaoaster,  Pa. 

74 

Ho*.  Mfles  Ikjlor 

Lyceum  and  Library  Society  Libcar}%  New  Orleans,  La. 

76 

Hen.8Ami]Al  HMEnhall.. 

76 

Hod.  BeDJamin  Clark 

Oortlandt  Librmcy,  PeekskUi,  New  York. 

77 

Hod.  W.  L.  Uttdervood  . .. 

Underwood  Library,  RiweWUle,  Ky. 

78 

Hod.  Thomas  P.  Akert.... 

Shelby  College,  Waverly,  Ho. 

7» 

Hoa.Wtlliam  A.Lake.... 

Madison  CoUege,  Sharon,  Miss. 

80 

Hod.  Job  R. Tyson  ..4 

The  Ubrary  Company  of  Philadelphia,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

81 

Hon.  ThBOthy  Davis 

CUiasBs'  Library  Asseoiattoii,  Okmoester,  Ms«. 

82 

H<iii  John  P.  Oampbell . . . 

HopkinsTille,  Library  AaodaUon,  HopkiasvUle,  Ky. 

HS 

HoD.Bi.R.W.Gi»nett.„. 

William  aad  Mary's  Oollige,  WiUiamahmg,  Va. 

84 

Hon.  Ifason  W.  Tappan . . . 

New  Hampshire  State  L»xarj,  Concord,  N.  H. 

85 

Hon.  a  a  Chapman,  (dele- 
gate.) 
Hon.  John  M.  Sandldge  . . . 

Dakota  City  Librarj,  Dakota  City,  Neb.  Xer. 

86 

Bellvtew  Library,  BcsiB&er  parish,  Looisiaaa. 

87 

Hen.Joha  KeUy 

Appmtioes'  Library,  471  Broadway,  New  York  dty. 

88 

Hon.  Thomas  G.  Davidson. 

Centenary  GoUege,  Jaeksan,  Miss. 

8« 

Hon.  A.  Bast.. .^ <.... 

Montifselio  Library,  Eldotado,  Axk. 

to 

Hon.J.B.RIcaud 

Washington  College,  Okestertown,  Md. 

»1 

Witt  Combaek. 

Workingmen's  Institnte. 

91 

John  Hickman  .•••• 

National  Libiary  aad  Beading-Room. 
Sanbomton  Bridge  Libivry  Associatioa. 

93 

Jattes  Pfke 

94 

C.  J.  Albright 

Oumsey  County  Library  and  Reading-Room. 
Norfolk  Library. 

96 

WUllam  W.  Weteh 

96 

Lemnel  Todd .... 

Common  School  Library. 
Franklin  Library. 

97 

Jonas  A.  Hughston 

98 

J.  Pattoa  Anderson 

Library  of  the  Terntory  of  Washington. 

C  No.  14. 

Abdracts  of  purchase  receipt$  on  aeeotaU  of  mom«y»  paid  to  difftremt 
pariiti  bff  WiUiam  CvUom,  esq.,  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repretent- 
atives  : 


Taylor  &  Maury,  September  22, 185T $1,104  00 

"              "       October  22,  1857 6,313  00 

"              "      October  30, 1857 1,170  50 

"              "      NoTember  9,  1867 1,463  00 

"               "       November  20,  1857 2,679  00 

*'               "      December  1,  1857 274  00 

Joseph  Shillington,  September  19, 1857 1,860  00 

"             "           NoTcmber  6, 1857 795  00 

"             "           December  2, 1857 2,433  00 

Gales  &  Seaton,  March  29,  1857 32,850  00 

60,831  60 
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House  of  Repreaentaiivea  of  the  United  States  bought  of  Taylor  d  Maury. 
The  following  books  for  distribution  to  certain  libraries  designated 

by  members  of  the  34th  Congress,  as  per  act  of  March  3,  1857 : 
3  sets  Congessional  Globe,  37  volumes,  $185 |555  00 

43  copies  Mayo  &  Moultou's  Pension  Laws,  at  |3  60 150  50 

1  set  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes.... 22  50 

1  set  Opinions  Attorneys  General,  6  volumes 15  00 

30  sets  Finance  Beports,  7  volumes,  at  $24 720  00 

1,463  00 


Washington,  November  9,  1857. — Received  payment  in  full  from 
William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United 
btates,  November  9,  1857. 

TAYLOR  &  MAURY. 

House  of  Reprtsefntatives  of  the  United  Stales  bought  of  Taylor  <t  Maury, 

The  following  books,  for  distribution  to  certain  libraries,  under  act  of 
March  3,  1857 : 

7  sets  Congressional  Globe,  37  volumes,  |185 $1,295  00 

66  sets  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes,  $22  50 1,260  00 

1  set  Finance  Reports,  7  volumes 24  00 

2,579  00 

Received,  November  20, 1857,  twenty-five  hundred  and  seventy-nine 
dollars,  in  full  of  above. 

TAYLOR  &  MAURY. 

House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  to  Taylor  d  Maury  ^  Dr, 

The  following  books,  for  distribution  to  certain  libraries,  under  the 
act  of  March  S,  1857  : 

1  set  Congressional  Globe,  37  volumes $186  00 

1  set  Finance  Reports,  7  volumes 24  00 

1  set  Opinions  of  Attorne;^s  General,  5  volumes..... 15  00 

2  sets  Land  Laws,  2  volumes 20  00 

2  sets  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes.... 30  00 

274  00 

Washington,  December  1,  1857. — Received  payment  of  William 
Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States : 
two  hundred  and  seventy-four  dollars. 

TAYLOR  &  MAURY. 
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C7op2f  of  paper  endowed  with  ike  above. 

Washington,  December  1,  18^7. — ^Received  of  Taylor  &  Manrjr  1 
«t  Congreseional  Olobe,  37  volumes;  1  set  Finance,  7  volames;  1 
«et  Opinions  Attorneys  General,  6  volumes ;  1  set  Senate  Land  Laws, 
2  volumes. 

F.  EMMERICK. 

December  1,  1867. — 1  set,  2  volumes,  Senate  Land  Laws;  2  sets 
Diplomatic  Correspondence. 

J,  BAILEY. 

Hauee  of  RepreeeniaHvea  of  the  United  States  to  Jo8q>h  ShiOington,  Dr. 

For  10  sets  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes 
to  the  set,  making  370  volumes,  at  $5  per  volume — under 
an  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 1857,  entitled  ^^An 
act  to  supply  deficiencies  in  the  appropriations  for  the 
service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1857  " |1,850  00 

September  19,  1857.— Received  of  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United  States,  eighteen  hundred  and 
fifty  dollars,  in  full  of  the  above  account. 

J.  SHILLINGTON. 

Home  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United  States  to  Joseph  Shittington^  Dr. 

WASHDroTOK,  November  6,  1857. 

For  3  sets  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes 

to  the  set,  making  111,  at  |5  per  volume |555  00 

For  12  sets  Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  volumes 

to  the  set,  making  60  volumes,  at  |3  per  volume 180  00 

For  4  sets  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes  to  the 

set,  at  $15  per  set 60  00 

795  00 

November  6,  1857.— Received  of  William  CuUom,  Qerk  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United  States,  seven  hundred  and 
ninHy-five  doUars.  in  full  of  the  above  account. 

J.  SHILLINGTON. 

House  of  Repreaentatives  United  Slates  to  J  .ShtHington^  Dr. 

To  the  following  books  delivered  to  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United  States,  under  act  of  Con- 
gress approved  March  3, 1857,  entitled  '^  An  act  to  supply  deficien- 
cies in  the  appropriations  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal  ending  June 
30, 1857,"  viz : 

14  sets  John  Adams'  Works,  |22  50  per  set |315  00 

7  sets  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes  to 

the  set?. 1,295  00 
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7  setB  Finance  Beporis,  |M  per  Mi. $168  00 

3  sets  Diplommtic  Correspondenoe,  21  Tolomes • 45  00 

1  0et  Elholfs  Debatts,  STolnmas 15  00 

3  wit  Be^isinr  of  Debates,  87  rolnmes,  $5  per  Toliime....  435  00 

10  eeto  Opinions  of  Attorneys  General,  50  Tolnmes. 150  00 

1  set  Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes 10  00 


2,433  00 

Deoember  2,  1857.  Beceiyed  from  William  Cnllom,  Clerk  of  tbe 
House  of  Bepresentatives  of  tbe  United  States,  twenty-four  bundred 
and  tiiirtj-tbree  dollars  in  full  of  above  account. 

J,  SmLLINGTON. 

Cflerk's  Ofioe  of  the  Hou»t  €f  ReprtsmUaUveM  </  the  Vniied  SUUes  to 

Galea  d  Seatom,  Dr. 

90  sets  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes,  at  $5  per  volume,  $18,900  00 
90  sets  Begister  of  Debates,  29  volumes,  at  |5  per  volume,  13,050  00 
90  sets  Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes,  at  $5  per  volume,         900  00 

32,850  00 

Beceived  payment. 

GALES  &  SEATON. 
WiSHnraiov,  March  29,  1857. 


D  No.  1. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  OffUse^  July  10,  1857. 
Bib  :  I  return  you  berewitb  your'*'  letter  of  the  9tb  instant,  addressed 
to  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  asking  for  twenty-five  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty  dollars  and  forty  cents^  on  account  of  pur- 
chase of  books.     The  account  acompanying  said  letter  has  been  re- 
ferred to  the  First  Auditor  for  appropriate  action  thereon. 
Bespectfuly  yours, 

W.  MEDILL,  ComptroUer. 
Wm.  Cullom,  Esq., 

Ckrk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentaiives. 


^  Meaning  requisition. 
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D  No.  2. 

Homse  qf  Bqoreieniaiines  of  the  Untied  States  to  H.  Tyler  ^  Dr. 

Tor  the  following  books  furnished  bj  order  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  RepreseatfttiTes  of  the  United  States,  for  the  use  of  the  members 
of  the  thirty-fourth  Congress,  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives  of  July  7,  1866,  viz : 

24  sets,"^  29  volumes  each.  Gales  A  Beaton's  Begister  of 

Debates,  at  $146 ^ |3,480  00 

24  ssts,^  37  volumes  each,  Congressional  Grlobe  and  Ap- 
pendix, at  $185 4,440  OO 

24  sets,*    1  volume  each.  Contested  Elections,  at  |5 120  00 

24  sets,*     2  volumes  each,  Senate  Land  Laws,  at  $10 240  00 

24  sets,*    5  volumes  each,  Elliott's  Debates,  at  $16 384  00 

24  sets,*    9  volumes  each,  American  Archives,  at  $151  60     3,638  40 
24  sets,*     7  volumes  each.  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  at 

$15 360  00 

24  sets,*  21  volumes  each,  Qales  &  Seaton's  American 

State  Papers,  at  $235  50 5,652  00 

24  sets,*    5  volumes  each,   Opinions  of  the  Attorneys 

Gteneral,  at  $15 » 360  00 

24  sets,*     7  volumes  each,  Finance  Reports,  at  $24 676  00 

24  sets,*  42  volumes  each.  Gales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of 

Congress,  at  $210 5,040  00 

24  sets,*  10  volumes  each,  John  Adams' Works,  at $22  50        540  00 
24  sets,*    7  volumes  each,  Alexander  Hamilton's  Works, 

at  $14 336  00 

24  sets,*    1  volume  each,  Hickey's  Constitution,  at  $1...  24  00 

24  sets.*     2  volumes  each,  Mayo's  Fiscal  Department, 

at  $5 120  00 

14  sets,*    1  volume  eadi,  Mayo  &Meiilton'sPeiisiomand 

Bounty  Land  Laws,  at  $3  50 84  00 

24  sets,*     9  volumes  eaeh,  Jefferson's  Works,  at  $20  25        486  00 

25,880  40 
*  Deduct  3  sets  not  delivered  to  members,  &c 3,235  05 

Net 22,645  35 

NoTB. — The  three  sets  deducted  above,  made  to  apply,  so  far  as 
itpplicable,  towards  advance  of  $20,304,  made  per  warrant  dated  Sep- 
tember 14, 1867.— Sec  letter  of  Comptroller  to  William  CuUom,  Clerk, 
September  14,  1857. 

Washington,  December  — ,  1856.  Received  of  William  Cnllom, 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  twenty- 
five  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty  dollars  and  forty  cents,  in  full 
of  the  within  account. 

H.  TYLER, 


I 
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I  do  hereby  certify  that  the  above  acooant  is  just  and  correct,  and 
that  I  purchased  the  books  enumerated  therein  of  H.  Tyler,  at  the 

E rices  therein  indicated,  amounting  to  twenty-five  thousand  eight 
undred  and  eighty  dollars  and  forty  cents,  and  paid  for  the  same  and 
delivered  said  books  to  certain  members  of  Congress  entitled  to  the 
«ame,  as  required  by  the  resolution  of  the  7th  of  July,  1866,  and  that    <_ 
eaid  books  have  been  delivered  to  the  following  members,  as  app^n    I 
from  the  following  vouchers,  to  wit :  (1)  J.  H.  Jewett^  (2)  John  Wil-    ! 
liams,  (3)  W.  A.  Gilbert,  (4)  E.  Kuowlton,  (5)  M.  Traflbon,  (6)  Quj    f 
B.  Pelton,  (7)  M.  A.  Otero,  (8)  A.  K.  Marshall,  (9)  P,  T.  Herbert,    f 
aO)  William  Millward,  (11)  Jacob  Broom,  (12)  D.  S.  Walbridge,    ^ 
13)  F.  S.  Edwards,  (14)  B.  B.  Hall,  (16)  Samuel  Dickson,  (16)  Samuel    i 
J.  Swope,  (17)  John  Woodruflf;  (18)  JEsra  Clarke,  (19)  James  Buffin-    t 
ton,  (20)  J.  Knight,  and  (21)  J.  B.  Emrie.     The  above  account  in- 
cludes three  complete  sets  of  said  books  included  in  the  above  purchase, 
and  now  on  hand  not  yet  delivered. 

WM.  CULLOM, 
Clerk  of  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United  S^UUee. 
July  15,  1857. 


D  No.  3. 

List  of  vouchers  attached,  being  receipts  of  twenty-one  members  and 
delegates  of  the  34th  Congress,  for  books  delivered  by  Wm.  Cul- 
lom.  Clerk,  under  resolution  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  Jnly 
7|  1866,  &c.,  contained  in  an  act  (first  branch  of)  to  supply 
deficiencies,  &c.,  approved  March  3,  1857,  and  in  connexion  with 
which  and  other  evidence  filed,  payment  was  made  or  reimbursed 
to  Mr.  CuUom  from  the  treasury,  per  report  and  statement  of  the 
First  Auditor,  No.  128,300,98  revised  by  the  Comptroller,  in  the  sum 
of  $22,646  35,  as  will  be  seen  by  copies  of  said  report  and  statement. 

Voucher    1. — Hob.  J,  H.  Jewett. 
Voucher    2. — ^Hon.  John  Williams. 
Voucher    3.— Hon.  W.  A.  Gilbert. 
Voucher    4. — Hon.  E.  Kuowlton. 
Voucher    5. — Hon.  M.  Trafton. 
Voucher    6.— Hon.  Guy  B.  Pelton. 
Voucher    7. — Hon.  M.  A.  Oteto. 
Voucher    8. — Hon.  A.  E.  Marshall. 
Voucher    9.— Hon.-P.  T.  Herbert. 
Voucher  10. — Hon.  Wm.  Millward. 
Voucher  11. — Hon.  Jacob  Broom, 
Voucher  12.— Hon.  D.  S.  Walbridge. 
Voucher  13.— Hon.  F.  S.  Edwards. 
Voucher  14.— Hon.  B.  B.  Hall. 
Voucher  15. — Hon.  Sam'l  Dickson. 
Voucher  16.— Hon.  Sam'l  F.  Swope. 
Voucher  17. — Hon.  John  Woodruff. 
Voucher  18. — Hon.  Ezra  Clark,  jr. 
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Voucher  19. — Hon.  Jamee  Baffinton. 
Voucher  20.— Hon.  J.  Knight. 
Voucher  21.— Hon.  J.  B.  Emrie. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (3ith)  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  ot  the  first  session  of 
the  34th  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was  in  a  former 
Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  this  list  as  he  has  not 
already  received . 

QwleB  &  Seaton's  Begister  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Bevised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  volumes. 

CoDgreeaioDal  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

CoDleated  Elections,  1  volume. 

Sraate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  6  volumes. 

^American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

DiDlomatic  Correroondence,  7  volumes. 

Oales  &  Beaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  6  volumes. 

Finance  Beports,  7  volumes. 

fOales  &  Beaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws.  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Baeeived  of  William  Oullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  ahore  catalogue  of  books  under  the  resolution 
of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  July  7,  1866.  Given  under  my 
hand  this  19th  day  of  July,  1856. 

J.  H.  JEWETT. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  sessiom  of  the 
34th  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was  in  a  former  Con- 
gress is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as  he  has  not  already 
reoeiTed . 

Oales  &  Beaton's  Begister  of  Debates,  29  parts. 
Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 
Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 
Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 
Elliott's  Debates,  6  volumes. 

^  Thli  work  b  not  to  excMd  30  yolames  ;  9  rolumes  are  now  published. 

1 1€  Yohmet  of  Annals  of  CongresB  and  8  volumes  of  Adams'  Works  are  now  {rabllshed. 
Tbe  remaining  volumes  to  complete  the  number,  as  above  stated,  ore  In  oourte  of  p«\Al- 
catton  and  delivery. 


108  ACCOUKTS  OF  WILLIAM  CULLOM. 

^American  Archives,  9  rolamefl. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volames. 

Gales  &  Beaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  volumes. 

Finance  Reports,  7  volumes. 

fGales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moul ton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Received  of  Wm.  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States,  the  foregoing  hooks  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  resolution  passed  July  7,  1856,  directing  the  purchase 
and  distribution,  by  the  said  clerk,  of  said  books,  to  the  new  members 
and  delegates  of  the  34th  Congress. 

JOHN  WILLIAMS. 

Washington,  July  15,  1856. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  session  of 
the  thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was 
in  a  former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as 
he  has  not  alreaay  received. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  volumes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws^  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  6  volumes. 

^  American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  American  Slate  Papers,  21  volumes. 

OpinioM  of  the  Attorneys  General,  6  volumes. 

Finanoe  Reports,  T  volumes. 

fGales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

John  Adams'  works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws^  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Work's,  9  volumes. 

^  This  work  is  not  to  exceed  20  volumes.     9  volames  are  now  published. 

f  26  volumes  of  Annals  of  Congress  and  S  volumes  of  Adams*  Works  are  now  puhHsbed. 
Tho  remaining  volumes  to  complete  the  number,  as  above  staled,  are  in  ooone  oi  publica- 
tion and  delivery. 
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Beoeired  of  Willim  CaUom,  Clerk  of  the  Hoaw  of  BraraieBtetives 
of  tbe  United  States,  the  above  catalogue  of  books,  xkomt  reeolnlion 
of  tbe  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  tbe  7th  ot  JnXj,  1866.  Q^iTen 
under  mj  band  at  Washington,  July  19,  1866. 

W.  A.  GILBERT. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Con- 
grees  are  entitled  nnder  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  session  of 
the  tbirty-fonrth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was 
in  a  former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as 
be  bas  not  already  reoeiyed. 

Galea  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Detetes,  29  paris. 

Little  A  IB^osm's  BeTised  Statakss  and  IiWha,  11  Tolnmes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  ▼olnmesL 

Contested  Elections,  1  Tolume. 

HniMts  Land  Lawa,  2  Tolomes. 

Elliott's  BebatiSr  5  toIwmb. 

^  American  Arehifres,  9  wclvmtm. 

Dinlomatic  Correspondence,  7  Tolnmes. 

Oaiesr  4r  Beaton's  American  States  Papers,  21  Tolnmes. 

Opinions  c^  the  Attomeya  General,  6  Tolumes. 

Finance  Beports,  7  volumes. 

tdalea  4r  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  rolumes. 

John  Adams'  Works,  19  Tolnmee. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  Tolumes. 

HiekejF's  Untied  Slates  Coostitnton,  1  Tolume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Laud  Laws,  1  volume. 

JeffiBrson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Beceived  of  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  abo?e  catalogue  of  books,  under  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  tbe  7th  July,  1856.  Given 
under  my  hand  this  28th  day  of  July,  1858. 

BBKNEZEB  KNOWLTON. 


List  of  books  to  which  new  members  of  the  present  (34tb)  ^  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  seaston  of 
the  thirty-fourth  Conferees.  A  nemb«r  of  this  Congress  who  was 
in  a  former  Congress  is  entitled  to  suob  of  the  books  on  the  list  as 
be  bas  not  already  received. 

Gales  A  Seaton's  Begister  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Bevised  Statutes  and  InaeK,  11  volumes. 


c  This  work  It  not  to  exceed  20  toUusm.     9  ▼oLumos  Me  nam  pobliihed. 

t  U  wUumm  of  Aniiek  of  Congretiaad  8  volameeof  AdMu'  Workeare  now  pubUehed. 
Tbe  mnelning  ▼olomei  to  complete  tbe  noiftber,  m  above  itAtod,  sre  in  oooite  of  pvblloir 
Uaa  aad  deUvery. 
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Oongressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  3V  Tolnmee. 

Oomteetod  Eleotioos,  1  Tolime. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  Toiumee. 

Elliott's  Debates,  6  Tdomes. 

^American  Arohivee,  9  volames. 

Diplomatic  Correepondencey  7  volumeQ. 

Gales  &  Beaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  6  Tolumes. 

Finance  Reports,  7  volnmes. 

fGales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  Tolames. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volnmes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  ToIames) 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitntion,  1  Tolnme. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  yolnmes. 

Mayo  &  Moolton's  Pension  and  B<mt]r  Land  Laws,  1  Tolnme. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  Tdnmes. 

Beceived  of  William  Cnllom,  Clerk  ifl  tiie  Heuae  of  Bepieasnta- 
tives  of  the  United  States,  the  aboTe  catalogue  of  books,  under  the 
resolution  of  the  7th  July,  1856.  GiT<ea  under  my  hand  this  Itik 
day  of  July,  1866. 

M.  TBAFTOH. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34ih)  Cm- 
ness  are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  or  the  first  seasba  of 
die  thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  membw  of  this  Congress  wiio  was 
in  a  former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  cm  the  list  as 
he  has  not  already  received. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

LiUle  and  Brown's  Bevised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  volumes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  Tolumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  6  volumes. 

^American  Archives,  9  Tolumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  voluiQes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  volumes. 

Finance  Reports,  7  volumes. 

fGales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

*  This  work  is  not  to  exoted  90  Tolamts ;  9  Tolamas  are  now  pablished. 

t  Twentj-siz  tolamot  of  Annals  of  OoP|rrMi  tnd  6  Tolames  of  Adams'  Works  are  now 
pablished.  The  remaininf  Tolames  to  complete  the  nmnber,  m  above  stated,  a'e  in  coarse 
of  pablication  and  delivery. 
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Beoeived  of  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of  tbe  House  of  Bepreaente* 
tiTes  of  the  United  States,  the  ahoTe  oatalogoe  of  books,  under  the 
reaolation  of  the  House  of  Bepreseatetivtes  of  the  7tii  July,  1866. 
GiTen  under  my  hand  this  26th  of  July,  1B66. 

GUY  B,  PBLTON. 


List  of  hooks  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  Mie  joint  retalution  of  the  first  session  of 
the  thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  mamber  of  this  Congress  who  was 
in  a  former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  oa  the  list  as 
he  baa  not  already  reonved. 

Oales  &  Seaton's  Begister  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Oongressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  ▼olumes. 

Oontesiod  EleotioBs,  1  Tolume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  Tohimes. 

Bliiott's  Debates,  5  Tolumes. 

^American  Archiyes,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

Opiiiiona  of  the  Attorneys  G^iaial,  5  volumes. 

Tmanoa  Baports,  7  volumes* 

fChdaa  A  Beaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

John  Adams'  Worka,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Hayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  the  United  States,  the  foregoing  books,  under  the  resolution 
of  July  7,  1856. 

MIG'L  A.  OTBBO. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  session  of 
the  thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was 
in  a  former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as 
he  has  not  already  received. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  Begister  of  Debates,  29  narts. 
Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 
Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 


*  Thk  work  m  not  to  exoetd'SO  Tolomei;  9  Tolamat  are  now  pabliiliod. 

t  TwMtf-«x  ▼ohuDM  of  ikniwU  of  Con^rMi  and  8  Tolumot  of  Adams'  Works  are  now 
pifcliAwft  Too  roaaintng  toIuidm  to  complete  the  number,  as  above  stated,  are  in  oourse 
of  publication  and  deliyerj. 
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Senate  Land  Lawa,  1  Tcdames. 

EllioU'i  Debates,  6  TolQiiiea. 

^American  ArohiTee,  9  TolnnMe. 

Diplomatic  Correspondenee,  7  Folames. 

G€uee  &  Beaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  yolumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  (General,  6  yolnmes. 

Finance  Beports,  7  volumes. 

fGales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  Tolumes. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  yolnmea. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  W«rks,  7  ▼oIudms* 

Hickey's  United  States  Gossiitiitiott,  1  ▼oloiae. 

Maya's  Tisoal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Received  of  William  Cullom,  Caack  of  the  Hoose  of  Bi^reeentt- 
tives  of  the  34th  Congress  of  the  United  States,  tiie  above  oiUalofae 
of  books,  under  the  resolution  of  July  7|  1866. 

A.  H.  MABSHALL. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  mreseat  (34lh)  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  nielst  seasi»n  of  tiie 
thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was  in  a 
former  Congress  is  entitled  to  sueh  of  the  books  on  the  liat  as  he  has 
not  already  received. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  A  Brown's  Bevised  Statotes  and  Inaez,  11  vols. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  vols. 

Contested  Elections,  1  vol. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  vols. 

EUiott's  Debates,  6  voU. 

''^ American  Archives,  9  vols. 

Diplmnatio  Correspondence,  7  vols. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  vols. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  vols. 

Finance  Reports,  7  vols. 

fGales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  vols. 

John  Adams'  Work,  10  vols. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  vols. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  vol. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  vols. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  vol. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  vols. 


o  This  work  is  not  to  exceed  SO  voli. ;  9  vols,  are  now  paUiiked. 

1 26  Tols.  cit  Aniutle  of  Oongreis  end  S  toIs.  of  Adame'  Works  ife  now  published.  Tlie 
remaining  yoltunes  to  complete  the  number,  as  above  staled,  are  in  coono  of  pubikstias 
and  delivery. 
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Received  of  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
the  foregoing  books,  under  the  resolution  of  the  i  louse  passed  July 
7, 1856. 

Given  under  mv  hand  this  10th  day  of  August,  1866. 

P.  T.  HERBERT. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  1st  session  of  the 
thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was  in  a 
former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as  he  has 
not  already  received. 

Gales  &  Beaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  vols. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  vols. 

Contested  Elections,  1  vol 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  vols. 

Elliott's  Debates,  6  vols. 

"^ American  Archives,  9  vols. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  vols. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  vols. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  vols. 

Finance  Reports,  7  vols. 

fGaies  &  Beaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  vols. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  vols. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  vols. 

Rickey's  United  States  Constitution,  I  vol. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  vols. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  vol. 

Jeffersons's  Works,  9  vols. 

Received  of  William  Cullom^  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
the  foregoing  books,  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  passed  July 
"7,  1856. 

Given  under  my  hand  this  3d  day  of  August,  1856. 

WM.  MILLWARD. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Congress 
are  entitled  under  the  resolution  of  the  1st  session  of  the  thirty- 
fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was  in  a  former 
Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as  he  has  not 
already  received. 

Grales  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 
Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 


^  This  work  U  not  to  ezceetl  20  yoIk.  ;  9  vols,  are  now  publiKhetl. 

t  26  toIb.  of  Annals  of  Congress  and  8  vols,  of  Adams'  Workn  are  now  published  ;  the 
remslning  volumes  to  complete  the  number,  as  above  stated,  are  in  cx)ur8e  of  publication 
and  delivery. 

H.  Rep.  Com.  188 8 
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Contested  ElectioDS^  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  5  volumes. 

"*"  American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes. 

Gales  &  Beaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  6  volumes. 

Finance  Reports,  7  volumes. 

t Gales  and  Seaton's  Annals  oF  Congress,  42  volumes 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Received  of  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  foregoing  books  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  resolution  passed  July  7,  1866,  directing  the  purchese 
and  distribution  by  the  said  Clerk  of  said  books  to  the  new  members 
And  delegates  of  the  34th  Congress. 

JACOB  BROOM. 

Washington,  Juiy  19,  1856. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34tb)  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  1st  session  of  the 
thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was  in  a 
former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as  he 
has  not  already  received. 

Gales  and  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  volumes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  5  volumes. 

*  American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes. 

Gales  and  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  volumes. 

Finance  Reports,  7  volumes. 

t  Gales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

o  This  work  is  not  to  exceed  20  volumes ;  9  voluBft**  •*«  aow  published. 

t  Twenty-six  volumes  of  Annals  of  Congress  and  ^  ^o^^mes  of  Adams*  Works  are  now 
publirfied.  The  rcmainiDg  volumes  to  complete  tl^e  number  as  above  stAied  are  in  coor« 
of  publication  and  doUv0i7* 


ACCOUNTS    OF  WILLIAM   CULLOM.  115 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  Tolume. 
Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Beceived  of  William  CuIIom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  above  catalogue  of  books  under  resolution 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7,  1856. 

Given  under  my  hand  this  2l8t  day  of  July,  1856. 

D,  8.  WALBRIDGE. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34tti)  Congress 
are  entitled,  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  Ist  session  of  the  34th 
Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress,  who  was  in  a  former  Con- 
gress, is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as  he  has  not  already 
received. 

Chiles  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  volumes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  5  volumes 

*  American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence^  7  volumes. 

Ghdes  &  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21*  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  volumes. 

Finance  Reports,  7  volumes. 

t  Gales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

.   »hn  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

.klexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Uickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  yolumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Beceived  of  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  above  catalogue  of  books,  under  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives,  of  the  7th  of  July,  1856.  Given 
under  my  hand  this  16th  July,  1866« 

F.  8.  EDWARDS. 

List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Congress 
are  entitled,  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  1st  session  of  the  34th 
Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was  in  a  former  Con- 
gress, is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as  he  has  not  already 
received. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  volumes. 

^  This  work  is  not  to  exceed  20  volumes ;  9  volames  are  dow  published. 

1 26  Tolumes  of  Annals  of  Congress,  and  8  volumes  of  Adams*  Works  are  now  published. 
The  mnafning  volumes  to  complete  the  number,  as  above  stated,  are  in  course  of  publl 
oation  and  delivery. 


116  ACCOUNTS   OF   WILLIAM   CULLOH, 

CoDgresfiional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  6  volumes. 

*  American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  volumes. 

Finance  Reports,  7  volumes. 

t  Gales  &  Beaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  Dnited  States  Constitution,  1  volume 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Keceived  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  above  catalogue  of  books,  under  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives,  of  the  7th  of  July,  1856.  Given 
under  my  hand  this  23d  day  of  July,  1856. 

R.  B.  HALL. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th^  Congress 
are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  session  of  the 
thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was  in  a 
former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as  he  has 
not  already  received. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  and  Inaex,  11  volumes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  5  volumes. 

♦American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes. 

Gales  and  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  volumes. 

Finance  Reports,  7  volumes. 

fGales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  voliimes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Omstitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

oThifl  work  is  not  to  exceed  20  volumes  ;  9  volumes  are  now  publUhed 
1 26  volumes  of  Annuls  of  Conjp^ss,  and  8  volumes  of  Adams*  Works  are  now  published. 
Hie  renuiining  volunjeK  to  complete  the  number,  hk  above  stated,  are  in  course  of  publi- 
cation and  deliveiy. 
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Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  above  catalogue  of  books  nnder  resolntion  of 
the  nh  of  July,  1856. 

Given  nnder  my  hand  at  Washington,  D.  C,  August  7th,  1856. 

SAMUEL  DICKSON. 


List  o^  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  session  of 
the  thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was 
in  a  former  Congress,  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as 
he  has  not  already  received. 

(Sales  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  pat*ts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  and  Inaex,  11  volumes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  5  volumes. 

^American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  vols. 

(Sales  &  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  vols. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  vols. 

Finance  Reports,  7  vols. 

fGkkles  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  vols. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  Tolumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Received  of  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  above  catalogue  of  bookdunder  the  resolution 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  7th  of  July,  1856.  Witness 
my  hand  this  26th  day  of  July,  1856. 

SAMUEL  F.  SWOOPE. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)^  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  session  of 
the  thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was 
in  a  former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as 
he  has  not  already  received. 

GbIc^  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  volumes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 


«TW8  work  is  not  to  exceed  20  volames.  9  volumes  are  now  published. 

t26  volumes  of  Annals  of  Congress,  and  8  volumes  of  Adams*  Works  are  now  published. 
The  remaining  volumes  to  complete  the  number  as  above  stated,  are  in  course  of  publioa- 
tioQ  and  delivery. 
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Elliott's  Debates,  6  volumes. 

'*' American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspoudence,  7  volumes. 

Gales  &  Seatoa's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  volumes. 

Finance  Reports,  7  volumes. 

t  Gales  &  Beaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

*  Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Reprentatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  above  catalogue  of  books,  under  the  resolu- 
tion  of  tl^e  House  of  Representatives  of  the  7th  of  July,  1866;  given 
under  my  hand,  this  2l8t  day  of  July,  1866. 

JOHN  WOODRUFF. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Con- 
gress are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  session  of 
the  thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was 
in  a  former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as- 
he  has  not  already  received. 

Gales  &  Beaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  volumes. 

Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  volumes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  6  volumes. 

'^'American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Dinlomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  6  volumes. 

Finance  Reports,  7  volumes. 

fGales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  above  catalogue  of  books  under  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  7th  of  July,  1866;  given 
under  my  hand  this  12th  day  of  July,  1856. 

. EZRA  CLARK,  Jr. 

*Tbifl  work  it  not  to  eie^tfd  SO  toU.    9  toU.  are  now  publUhed. 

tS6  Tolf.  of  Aoiiaii  of  QoOgf^^  9^^  ^  ^^^*'  ^^  Adams'  Worka  are  now  pubUahed.    The  le- 
mjuniog  Folames  to  comp/g^  thu  nomber  M  ibovo  ttate^t  are  in  course  of  publlcatioik  ia* 
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List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Congress 
are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  session  of  the 
thirty-fourth  Ck)ngress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was  in  a 
former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as  he  has 
not  already  received. 

Grales  &  Seatou's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  volumes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  5  volumes. 

"^American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes. 

Gales  &  Beaton's  American  State  Papers,  2 1  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  volumes. 

Finance  Reports,  7  volumes. 

t  Gales  and  Beaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

Jolin  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Received  of  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  above  catalogue  of  books  under  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  7th  of  July,  1856 ;  given 
under  my  hand,  this  22d  day  of  July,  1856. 

JAMES  BUFFINTON. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Congress 
are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  session  of  the 
thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  was  in  a 
former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list  as  he  has 
not  already  received : 

Gales  &  Beaton *s  Elegister  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  volumes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  5  volumes. 

^American  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes. 

Gkdes  &  Beaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

*  nit  work  it  not  to  exceed  80  ?olamet;  9  Tolumei  are  now  pabliihed. 

t96  folaaiet  of  Amialf  of  CongreM,  and  8  Tolumet  of  Adams'  Works  are  now  published. 
The  wimaiiring  ▼olomes  to  complete  the  number  as  above  stated,  are  in  course  of  publication. 
aad  delivery. 
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Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  rolnmes. 

Finance  Beports,  7  volames. 

'^'Gales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volnraes. 

John  Adams'  Woris,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes. 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  volume. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Beceived  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepreuentati?«8 
of  the  United  States,  the  above  catalogue  of  books  under  the  resolution 
of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  7th  July,  1856  ;  given  under 
my  hand  this  18th  day  of  July,  1856. 

J.  KNIGHT. 


List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (34th)  Congress 
are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  fktit  session  of  the 
thirty- fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress  who  wai  in  a 
former  Congress  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  Ifst  as  he  kas 
not  already  received. 

Gkkles  &  Seaton's  Begister  of  Debates,  29  narts. 

Little  &  Brown's  Bevised  Statutes  and  Index,  11  volumes. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  volumes. 

Contested  Elections,  1  volume. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes. 

Elliott's  Debates,  5  volumes. 

tAmerican  Archives,  9  volumes. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  *i  volumes. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  6  volumes. 

Finance  Beports,  7  volumes. 

'^'Gales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress,  42  volumes. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  volumes 

Hickey's  United  States  Constitution,  1  volume. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes. 

Mayo  Ss  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  voltime. 

Jefferson's  Works,  9  volumes. 

Beceived  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  above  catalogue  of  books  under  resolution  of 
the  7th  of  July,  1856.  Given  under  my  hand,  this  the  19th  day  of 
July,  1856. 

J.  B.  EMBIE. 


*26  Tolamet  of  Annalf  of  CoDgrese,  and  8  Tolunies  of  Adams*  Works  are  now  poblished. 
The  remaining  volames  to  complete  the  number  as  above  stated,  are  in  oourse  of  pablicatioo 
.and  delivery. 

t  This  work  is  not  to  exceed  20  volames ;  9  volames  are  now  pablisbed. 
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D  No.  6. 

No.  128,300.]  Trsasurt  Dbpartmbnt, 

First  Auditor's  Office,  August  6,  1857. 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  examined  and  adjusted  an  acconnt  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  Hoose  of 
Representatives,  and  find  that  the  sum  of  twenty-two  thousand,  six 
hundred  and  forty-five  dollars  and  thirty -five  cents  is  due  from  the 
United  States  to  him  for  books  furnished  to  certain  members  of  the 
thirty-fourth  Congress,  under  resolution  of  the  House  of  Represeuta- 
tives  of  July  7|  1856,  which  sum  is  payable  out  of  the  appropriation 
''to  indemnify  the  Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he  may  have  expended  for 
books,  under  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7, 
1856,"  &c.,  contained  in  an  act  to  supply  deficiencies,  &c.,  approved 
March  3,  1857,  as  appears  from  the  stotement  and  vouchers  herewith 
transmitted  for  the  aecision  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  thereon. 

T.  L.  SMITH, 

Fir^  Auditor. 

$22,645  35. 

To  the  First  Comptr(h.lbb  of  thb  Treasury. 

Comptrollrr's  Officb. 
I  admit  and  certify  the  above  account  this  8th  day  of  August,  1867. 

W.  MEDILL, 

Comptroller. 
Draft  on  Treasury. 
To  the  Register  of  the  Treasury. 


D  No.  6. 

List  of  books  to  which  the  new  members  of  the  present  (thirty-fourth) 
Congress  are  entitled  under  the  joint  resolution  of  the  first  session 
of  the  thirty-fourth  Congress.  A  member  of  this  Congress,  who 
was  in  a  former  Congress,  is  entitled  to  such  of  the  books  on  the  list 
as  he  has  not  already  received. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  parts. 

Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  vols. 

Contested  Elections,  1  vol. 

Senate  Land  Laws,  2  vols. 

Elliott's  Debates,  5  vols. 

'^'American  Archives,  9  vols. 

Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  vols. 

Gales  &  Seaton's  American  State  Papers,  21  vols. 

Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General,  5  vols. 

Finance  Reports,  7  vols. 

^  ThU  wjrk  is  not  to  exceed  20  volumes  ;   9  volumes  are  now  published. 
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^Gales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  CoDgress,  42  vols. 

John  Adams'  Works,  10  vols.,  only  eight  famished  me. 

Alexander  Hamilton's  Works,  7  vols. 

Mayo's  Fiscal  Department^  2  vols. 

Mayo  &  Moalton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws,  1  vol.,  8  copies. 

Jefferson  Works,  9  vols. 

Washington,  July  12,  1856. 
Received  from  Wm.  Cullom,  Clerk,  the  above  books. 

W.  H.  SNEED,  M.  G. 

Van. — (Copy  of  endorerment  oo  the  back. )  The  Report  No.  129,424,  for  books  delivered 
to  Hod.  Wm.  U.  Sneed,  was  reported  upon  in  favor  of  Mr.  Cullom  but  not  passed  by  the 
Oomptioller,  for  the  reason  that  as  he  was  •ut  of  office  It  would  be  incumbent  to  hold  it, 
$1,101  75,  until  his  accounts  as  Clerk  of  the  House  should  be  closed,  &c. 

By  directioo 

E.  M.  WHriTLESEY.  CUrk. 

C^tMFiBQLLBB's  Opficb,  DecembfT  6,  1857. 


am$e  of  Beprt^aUatives  Uniied  Slates,  to  William  CuUom,  Dr. 

For  the  following  books  furnished  to  Hon.  W.  H.  Sneed  under  the 
resolotion  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7,  1856. 

One  set  of  Gales  &  Seaton's  Register  of  Debates,  29  vols...  $145  00 

One  set  of  Congreesional  Globe  and  Appendix,  37  vols....  185  00 

One  set  of  Senate  Land  Laws,  2  volumes 10  00 

One  set  of  Elliott's  Debates,  5  volumes 16  00 

One  set  of  American  Archives,  9  volumes 151  50 

One  set  of  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  7  volumes 15  00 

One  set  of  American  State  Papers,  21  volumes 235  50 

One  set  of  Opinions  of  Attorneys  General,  5  volumes 15  00 

One  hist  of  Finance  Reports,  7  volumes 24  00 

One  set  of  Annals  of  Con^ss,  42  volumes 210  00 

One  set  of  John  Adams'  Works,  10  volumes 22  50 

One  set  of  Alexander  Hamilton's  works,  7  volumes..  14  00 

One  set  of  Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  2  volumes 5  00 

One  set  of  Jefferson's  Worlw,  9  volumes 20  25 

One  copy  of  Contested  Elections,  1  volume 5  00 

Eieht  copies  of  Mayo  and  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty 

Land  Laws,  at  |3  60  per  volume 28  00 

1,101  76 

Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
United  States,  eleven  hundred  and  one  dollars  and  seventy-five  cents 
in  full  of  the  above  account. 

$1,101  76. 

WILLIAM  CULLOM. 

o  S€  volumes  of  the  Annals  of  Congress  and  8  volumen  of  Adams'  Works  are  now  pub- 
fished.  The  remaining  volumes  to  complete  the  number,  as  above  stated,  are  in  course  of 
pobHcMlioD  and  delivery. 
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OpMCB  HOU8B  OP  BbPREBRNTATIYEB  UnITBD  8lAtBS, 

December  4,  1857. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  books  were  purchased  and  delivered  to 
Hon.  W.  H.  Sneed  at  the  time  of  the  date  of  the  accompanying  receipt, 
under  the  authority  of  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  July  Ti  1856, 
and  were  not  included  in  the  account  heretofore  rendered  because  the 
accompanying  receipt  had  been  mislaid  and  was  not  found  until  after 
the  rendition  of  the  former  account,  and  that  the  prices  are  the  same 
as  heretofore  paid  by  the  House  of  Representatives. 

WM.  CULLOM, 
Clerk  of  House  Reitteaentaiivee  United  Stales, 

TrBASURT  DsPARTlfENT, 

First  Auditor's  Office,  December  5,  1867. 

ALEX.  HALL 


Copy  of  teportof  Auditor ^  not  cerHfied  by  OompirdUer.     See  note  ap- 
pended to  list  of  books  appended. 

No.  129,424. 

Trkasurt  Dbpartmknt, 
First  Auditor's  Office,  December  5,  1857. 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  examined  and  adjusted  an  account  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  William  CuUomi  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives,  and  find  that  the  sum  of  one  thousand  one  hundred  ' 
and  one  yVo  dollars  is  due  from  the  United  States  to  him  for  booki 
furnished  to  Hon.  W.  H.  Sneed,  a  member  of  the  34th  Congress, 
under  resolution  of  the  House  ot\  Representatives  of  July  7,  1856, 
which  sum  is  payable  out  of  the  appropriation  "  to  indemnify  the 
Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he  may  have  expended  for  books  under  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7>  1856,"  contained  in 
the  act  to  supply  deficiencies,  approved  March  3,  1857,  as  ap^etn 
from  the  statement  and  vouchers  herewith  transmitted  for  the  decision 
of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  thereon. 

T.  L.  SMITH, 
First  Auditor, 

To  the  First  Compirollbr  of  Thb  Treasury. 


D  No.   7. 

Monday  Morning,  Jvly  13,  1867. 
Sir  :  Be  pleased  to  file  this  paper  as  a  caveat  against  any  precipi- 
tate action  in  your  oflBce  upon  the  account  rendered  by  WilKatn 
Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repr^'^^^^^^^es,  which  1  denounce  to 
be  a  fraudulent  account,  for  books  ^Jl^S^A  ^  have  been  purchased  bj 
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i  from  Hugh  Tyler,  his  ageiU  and  cuxomplice^  and  endorsed  with  a 
;ipt  of  said  Tyler  for  an  amount  exceeding  |26,000,  as  having 
n  paid  to  him  by  said  Cullom  in  December,  1856,  as  if  in  part  of 
^,000,  alleged  by  said  Cullom  to  have  been  expended  in  the  pur- 
kse  of  books  under  the  House  resolution  of  July  7,  1856,  for  which 
appropriation  has  been  made,  it  being  my  purpose  to  prove  that 
t  Baid  account  is  a  fraudulent  attempt  to  draw  money  from  the 
easury  of  the  United  States  under  false  pretences,  and  to  the  in- 
it  of  obtaining  permission  to  make  such  proof,  I  shall  present  a 
per  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  with  a  list  of  witnesses  by 
lom  the  facts  establishing  these  charges  can  be  proved,  together 
ith  sundry  other  charges  that  may  be  adverted  to  touching  the 
Scial  acts  of  said  Cullom  as  a  disbursing  officer  of  the  government, 
I  of  whose  acoounU  have  to  be  adjusted^  and  their  accuracy  certified 
r  the  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury,  which  necessarily  calls  for 
I  investigation  where  any  reasonable  ground  of  doubt  is  raised 
gainst  an  account. 

The  following  is  the  list  of  witnesses  that  will  be  laid  before  the 
icretary  of  the  Treasury,  viz  :  Robert  Mayo,  W.  W.  Seaton,  Wil- 

am  Moore,  Mr. J  Deeble,  Mr.  Coyle,  N.  Sergent,  Allen,  

ee,  Taylor  &  Maury,  Robert  Farnham,  Joseph   Gales,  W.   H.   & 
.  H.  Morrison,  John  Tretler,  and  Hugh  Tyler. 
For  the  information  of  the  Comptroller,  1  send  you  this  caveat 
irongh  his  office,  where  a  copy  may  be  retained  if  he  thinks  proper. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant. 


Hon.  TflOBiAS  L.  Smith, 

First  Auditor  of  the  Treasury. 


D   No.  8. 


R.  MAYO. 


Treasury  Dbpartment, 
First  Auditor's  Office  July  14,  1857. 

Sis:  I  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  10th  instant, 
icloeing  certain  papers,  viz:  An  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
'reasary  in  reference  to  the  fourth  paragraph  under  the  head  of  appro- 
riations  **  for  contingent  expenses  of  the  House  of  Representatives,'' 
)Dtained  in  *'  An  act  to  supply  deficiencies,**  &c  ,  approved  March 
,  1857  ;  a  copy  of  your  letter  of  the  7th  instant,  addressed  to  the 
Ilerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  an  account  of  Hugh  Tyler 
)r  certain  books  furnished  under  the  authority  of  the  paragraph  of 
lie  act  of  Congress  above  referred  to,  with  his  receipt  to  William 
!ullom.  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  twenty-five 
bousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty  dollars  and  forty  cents,  pur- 
orting  to  be  the  cost  of  said  books.  These  papers  are  referred  by 
ou  to  this  office  for  its  **  appropriate  action.'' 

Under  the  head  of  appropriations  **  for  contingent  expenses  of  the 
louse  of  Representatives,"  contained  in  **  An  act  to  supply  de- 
ciencies   in   the  aporoprialions   for   the  service   of  the   fiscal   year 
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ending  Jnne  30,  1857/'  approved  March  3,  1857,  provision  is  made 
*'  for  the  contingent  expenses  of  the  House  of  Representatives."  The 
fourth  clause  under  this  head  says:  ''To  indemnify  the  Clerk  for 
such  sums  as  he  may  have  expended  for  books  under  the  resolution  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7,  1856,  and  to  enable  him 
under  said  resolution/'  &c.,  &c.  This  specifies  the  object  for  which 
the  appropriation  was  made  and  the  fund  to  meet  it. 

The  102d  rule  of  the  House  of  Representatives  says,  ''  It  shall  be 
the  duty  of  the  Committee  of  Accounts  to  superintend  and  control  the 
expenditures  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Representatives ; 
also  to  audit  and  settle  all  accounts  which  may  be  charged  thereon,'* 
&c.  These  are  important  points  in  guiding  the  accounting  officers  of 
the  treasury  in  the  settlement  of  accounts  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  connected  with  the  disbursements  of  the  contingent 
fund  of  said  House,  and  bear  directly  upon  the  account  of  Mr.  Tyler, 
submitted  in  your  letter  to  me  of  the  10th  instant. 

The  account  of  Mr.  Tyler  is  not  presented  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  as  a  voucher  in  connexion  with  any  account  filed  in 
this  office  for  settlement,  and  if  it  were,  it  would  not  be  competent  in 
me  to  recognise  it  as  an  appropriate  voucher  in  its  present  imperfect 
shape — as  it  is  for  an  expenditure  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  All  expenditures  out  of  this  fund  are  by  a 
rule  of  the  House,  (previously  referred  to,)  placed  under  the  superin- 
tendence and  control  of  the  Committee  of  Accounts  of  the  House  ;  and 
all  accounts  which  may  be  charged  thereon  are  required  to  be  audited 
and  settled  by  said  committee,  and,  under  the  practice  of  the  commit- 
tee, bear  the  approval  of  its  chairman.  The  action,  therefore,  of  this 
committee  in  these  respects,  in  fulfilment  of  their  duty,  is  necessary, 
and  should  be  furnished  before  this  account  can  be  considered  as  sub- 
mitted to  the  accounting  officers  for  settlement. 

The  rule  and  practice  of  this  office  is  to  require  the  approval  of  the 
Committee  of  Accounts  of  the  House  to  all  accounts  paid  out  of  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  House. 

This  voucher  is  not  presented  to  the  office  in  connexion  with  a 
requisition  for  an  advance  of  money  from  the  treasury,  as  an 
exnibit  of  moneys  expended  during  the  reoe[Ss  of  Congress,  in  con- 
formity with  practice  in  such  cases;  and  cannot,  therefore,  be  enter- 
tained in  that  light.  For  these  reasons  I  can  take  no  other  action,  and 
most  respectfully  return  the  account  of  Mr.  Tyler,  to  yon. 
With  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

T.  L.  SMITH. 

Hon.  W.  Medill, 
First  Comptroller,  Treasury. 


D  No.  9. 


TrBASURT  DsPARTBfENT, 

Comptroller' a  Office,  July  16,  1857. 

Sir  :  The  account  of  Hon.  Wm  Cullom,  for  books  furnished  certain 
members  of  Congress  under  the  resolution  of  July  7,  1856,  with  your 
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ter  suggesting  that  the  Committee  on  Accounts  of  the  Hoase  of 
(presentatiTes  should  first  be  required  to  pass  on  the  same,  was  re- 
rred  by  this  office  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  his  determin- 
ion  and  direction  on  that  subject. 

Understanding  that   the  Secretary   will  communicate   with    you 
irectly  on  the  subject,  I  herewith  return  the  account. 
I  am  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  MEDILL. 
Hon.  T.  L.  Smith, 

First  Auditor^  dtc. 


D  No.  10. 

Treasury  Department, 

July  16,  1867. 

Sir  :  The  section  of  the  act  approved  March  3,  1857,  in  the  act  to 
mpply  deficiencies  in  the  appropriations  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal 
rear,  ending  30th  June,  1857,  to  indemnify  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Sepresentatives  for  such  sums  as  he  may  have  expended  for  books 
mder  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  July  7,  1856,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, does  not  add  to  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House  the  amount 
Iherein  appropriated.  It  is  a  special  appropriation  for  a  specific  pur- 
pose, and  in  my  opinion  the  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury  are 
luthorized  to  settle  the  accounts  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  under  that 
provision  without  the  previous  action  of  the  Committee  of  Accounts, 
ipon  his  presenting  satisfactory  cv  idence  of  the  justness  and  correct- 
ness of  the  expenditure  in  compliuice  with  my  directions  to  the  First 
Ciomptroller  under  date  of  the  13ii  >^  June  last,  a  copy  of  which  was 
lent  you  on  the  3d  July. 

Very  respectfnlly  your  obedient  servant, 

HOWELL  COBB, 


T.  L.  Smith,  Esq.,  First  Auditor. 


Secretary  of  the  TVeasury. 


D  No.  11. 

Treasurt  Department, 
First  Audiiar's  Offkey  July  16,  1867. 

Sir:  On  the  13th  instant  I  received,  through  the  First  Comptroller 
rf  the  Treasury,  a  paper  signed  by  you,  which  paper  it  is  asked  may 
be  filed  in  this  office  '^as  a  caveat  against  anyprecipitate  action  in 
four  (my)  office  upon  the  account  rendered  by  William  CuUom,  clerk 
3f  the  House  of  Representatives^  which  I  (you)  denounce  to  be^  a 
fraudulent  account,  for  books  alleged  to  have  been  purchased  by  him 
from  Hugh  Tyler,  his  agent  or  accomplice,  and  endorsed  with  a  re- 
ceipt of  said  Tyler  for  an  amount  exceeding  $25,000,  as  having  been 
paid  to  him  by  said  CuUom  in  December,  1856,  as  if  in  part  of  $50,- 
OOO  alleged  by  said  CuUom  to  have  been  expended  in  the  purchase  of 
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books  under  House  resolution  of  July  7,  1856,  for  which  no  appropri- 
ation has  been  made,  it  being  my  (your)  purpose  to  prove  that  the 
said  account  is  a  fraudulent  attempt  to  draw  money  from  the  treasurj 
of  the  United  States  under  false  pretences. " 

I  request  you  to  furnish  me,  with  the  least  practicable  delay,  the 
testimony  in  writing,  properly  attested  by  the  oaths  or  affirmations  of 
the  parties  making  it,  by  which  you  expect  to  prove  the  charges  made, 
confining  the  testimony  exclusively  to  the  account  described  in  the 
extract  herein  given  from  your  letter  of  the  13th  instant. 

Respectfully, 

T.  L.  SMITH. 

R.  Mayo,  Esq. 


D  No.   12. 

Affidavit  of  Robert  Mayo  on  the  fraudulent  character  of  the  account 
presented  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  William 
GuUom,  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  and  referred  by  him  to 
the  First  Auditor  for  settlement,  purporting  to  be  a  list  of  24  sets 
of  different  books  alleged  to  have  been  purchased  by  Hugh  Tyler  by 
order  of  said  William  CuUom,  Clerk  of  said  House  of  Representa- 
tives, for  the  use  of  members  of  the  34th  Congress,  or  in  words  to 
that  effect. 

I,  Robert  Mayo,  have  seen  the  said  account  in  the  Comptroller's 
office,  under  circumstances  explained  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
in  my  memorial  to  him  a  few  days  ago,  and  have  also  seen  it  in  the 
First  Auditor's  office,  and  took  a  pencil  memorandum  of  it,  and  to  my 
great  surprise  I  find  24  copies  of  each  of  my  books,  viz:  the  "Fiscal 
Department"  and  the  '^Pension  Bounty  Laud  Laws,"  alleged  to 
have  been  purchased,  the  former  at  $5  per  copy  and  the  latter  at 
|3  50  per  copy.  These  are  obviously  fraudulent  statements.  First. 
Because  the  **  Fiscal  Department"  was  out  of  print,  and  could  not 
have  been  purchased,  the  last  of  the  edition  having  been  purchased  for 
the  use  of  the  33d  Congress  and  by  the  Treasury  Department. 
Second.  Because  the  Pension  Laws  have  not  been  in  the  hands  of  any 
one  but  my  publishers,  Lucas  Brothers,  of  Baltimore,  who  have  noti- 
fied the  Clerk  of  the  House,  by  letter,  that  they  were  ready  to  deliver 
the  new  stereotype  edition  of  these  books  to  his  order  whenever  he 
would  be  pleased  to  give  it,  and  which  I  have  repeatedly  urged  the 
Clerk  to  do  without  obtaining  any  satisfaction,  neither  myself  nor 
Lucas  Brothers,  as  I  learn  from  them,  having  ever  received  any  orders 
for  or  supplied  the  Clerk  or  Mr.  Tyler  with  any  portion  of  those  books. 
If,  however,  any  of  those  books  have  been  purchased  otherwise  by  Mr. 
Tyler  or  the  clerk,  such  purchase  must  necessarily  involve  a  complica- 
tion of  frauds,  being  necessarily  a  portion  of  the  same  books  that  have 
beep  sold  to  the  predecessor  of  Mr.  Cullom  for  the  supply  of  the  33d 
Copgress,  and  were  not  subject  to  be  sold  again  to  the  next  Congress 
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ioBtead  of  being  distributed;  and  if  such  fraud  as  that  has  been  com- 
mitted, said  bookn  must  have  been  bought  at  reduced  prices,  in  order 
to  charge  the  government  with  the  full  prices  and  retain  the  difference 
as  a  spoil  of  his  official  opportunities  in  defrauding  me  of  my  right  as 
proprietor  of  the  publications  intended  bj  law  to  have  the  benefit  of 
supplying  the   products  of  my  own  labor,  and  never  could  have  been 
coDtemplated    by  Coogress,  in  ordering  the  supply  of  books  for  distri- 
bution, that  they  should  or  could  be  diverted  from  that  object,  and  be 
retained  and  sold  over  and  over,  to  give  the  Clerk  the  sole  benefit  of  a 
fraud  OD  the  treasury,  without  the  publishers  or  people  of  the  congres- 
aioDal  districts  receiving  any  benefit  from  the  intended  munificent  ap- 
propriation for  the  dissemination  of  political  information. 

This  affidavit  is  made  in  haste,  and  is  here  closed  for  the  present  for 
want  of  time  to  complete  it  to-day  ;  and  I  now  protest  against  the  ao- 
oount  being  passed  upon  before  I  have  a  further  opportunity  to  pre- 
sent a  supplementary  affidavit  on  to-morrow,  when  Mr.  Beaton,  Mr. 
Bifes,  Mr.  Farnham,  and  other  publishers  interested, ""may  have  it  in 
thdr  power  to  know  of  the  impatience  of  the  department  to  pass  on 
the  acooant. 

ROBERT  MAYO. 

Affirmed  to  before  me,  this  16th  day  of  July,  1857. 

CHA8.  P.  WANNALL,^ 


D  No.  13. 

July  17,  185r. 
Affidavit  of  Robert  Mayo,  supplementary  to  his  affidavit  yesterday, 
thereby  promised  for  to-day,  on  the  fraudulent  character  of  the 
account  presented  by  William  CuUom  to  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Treasury,  and  referred  by  him  to  the  First  Auditor  for  settlement — 
purporting  to  be  a  list  of  twenty-four  sets  of  different  books  alleged 
to  have  been  purchased  by  Hugh  Tyler,  by  order  of  said  CuUom, 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  members  of  the  34th 
Congress,  or  in  words  to  that  effect. 

I,  the  undersigned,  Robert  Mayo,  having  been  continually  making 
efforts,  at  reasonable  intervals,  to  obtain  an  order  from  said  Cullom  for 
my  books,  provided  for  by  the  book  appropriation  in  the  deficiency 
bill  of  March  last,  necessarily  became  acquainted  with  like  efforts 
made  by  other  publishers  to  procure  orders  from  the  Clerk  to  supply 
their  books  provided  for  by  the  same  appropriation  ;  and  the  like 
efforts  had  baen  made  by  myself  shortly  after  the  passage  of  the  House 
resolution  of  July  7,  1856,  in  anticipation  of  an  appropriation  for 
their  purchase,  inasmuch  as  that  course  had  been  practiced  by  his 
predecessor.  Colonel  Forney,  as  evidence  of  which  I  referred  to  Colonel 
Forney's  letter  to  me  dated  two  or  three  days  after  the  passage  of  the 
resolution  of  the  24th  June,  1844,  respecting  the  delivery  of  my  books 
embraced  in  that  and  the  joint  resolution  of  the  24th  February,  1854, 
stating,  however,  that  the  books  could  not  be  paid  for  until  the  appro- 
H.  Rep.  Com.  188 9 
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priation  should  be  made  ;  and  I  desired  to  have  a  similar  order  for 
my  books  under  the  resolution  of  7th  July,  1856,  with  the  like  reser- 
vation in  regard  to  payment  for  them  until  the  appropriation  should 
be  made.  This  was  declined  by  Mr.  Ingram,  and  peremptorily  refused 
by  Mr.  Cullom,  on  the  ground  that  '^  there  was  no  appropriation," 
and  that  '^  he  would  not  f^ommit  himself  to  any  purchases  before  an 
appropriation  should  be  actually  made  ' '  Yet  he  alleges  having  made 
purchases  J9atc2  for  in  the  amount  of  $50,000  before  any  appropriation 
was  made,  as  a  reason  why  a  provision  should  be  made  to  indemnify 
him  in  that  amount,  though  he  certainly  had  made  no  purchases  of 
the  publishers  at  all,  but  refused  to  recognize  them  because  there  had 
been  no  appropriation.  After  the  appropriation  was  made,  in  March, 
1857,  including  an  indemnity  for  the  Clerk's  alleged  $50,000  out  by 
the  aforesaid  irregular  purchases,  I  renewed  my  efforts  to  obtain 
an  order  for  my  books ;  and  a  few  days  before  that,  in  the  certain 
expectation  that  the  appropriation  would  be  made,  then  having  passed 
the  House  of  Representatives,  Messrs.  Lucas  Brothers,  my  publishers, 
addressed  the  Clerk,  Mr.  Cullom,  a  letter,  with  a  copy  of  my  book, 
stating  their  readiness  to  deliver  the  books,  on  his  order,  as  soon  as  the 
appropriation  shall  be  made,  and  sent  me  a  copy  of  their  said  letter, 
of  which  I  apprized  Mr.  Ingram,  who  told  me  he  had  nothing  to  do 
i^ith  the  ordering  of  the  books,  but  '^  that  Mr.  Cullom  had  taken  the 
whole  of  that  matter  in  his  own  hands."  On  mentioning  the  subject 
to  Mr.  Cullom,  he  treated  it  with  great  disrespect,  stating  he  '^  had 
not  spent  a  thought  about  books  ;"  he  '^  did  not  know  he  should  want 
any  ;"  he  ^^  was  fighting  against  fire  to  settle  his  accounts,  and  had  _ 
no  time  to  attend  to  books,"  &c.  I  withdrew,  of  course,  intending  " 
to  call  again,  as  that  interview  settled  nothing.  In  pursuing  these  ^ 
efforts  to  obtain  the  proper  order  for  my  books,  I  encountered  every  ^^^ 
•discouragement,  as  did  other  publishers  seeking  orders  for  their  quota  ;"  ^ 
of  the  books  provided  for  by  the  appropriation,  and  in  the  end  could 
not  fail  to  become  acquainted  with  the  obvious  design  of  Mr.  Cullom 
to  defraud  the  publishers  of  their  righi  under  a  proper  construction 
of  the  various  resolutions  for  the  supply  of  the  books  by  the  publish*  — 
ers.     (A  copy  of  those  resolutions  is  nerewith.) 

I  also,  with  other  publishers,  in  the  course  of  these  efforts  to  obtain 
our  right  to  supply  our  respective  quotas  of  books,  became  acquainted 
with  various  other  official  malfeasances  of  Mr.  Cullom  in  the  per- 
formance of  his  duties  as  disbursing  agent  of  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, all  going  to  demonstrate  and  establish  the  fad  of  a  predeter- 
mination and  settled  purpose  on  his  part,  from  the  time  he  came  into 
the  office  of  Clerk  of  the  House,  to  amass  and  desecrate  to  his  own      ;^ 
use  a  very  large  amount  of  the  public  money  passing  and  likely  to 
pass  through  his  hands,  as  well  as  by  peculations  and  exactions  on      ,||^ 
contractors  for  various  jobs  of  binding  and  miscellaneous  supplies,     s^ 
And  at  last,  when  it  unexpectedly  became  known  to  me,  within  a    '^^|^ 
few  days  past,  that  William  Cullom  had  presented  an  account  for    i^ 
books  alleged  to  have  been  ^^ furnished*'  by  Hugh  Tyler,  who  Is    ii 
not  8k  ''bookseller,"  and  even  if  he  were  a  bookseller  could  have    } 
had  no  opportunities  to  procure  those  books  except  from  the  pub-  j 
liehers,  of  whom    ^^  ^^^  ^^  procure  them,  and  as  it  was   impossi-  f 
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)lehe  could  have  procured  a  very  great  proportion  of  them  from 
ikny  source,  as  they  were  out  of  print,  unless  they  have  been  fraudu- 
lently withheld  from  distribution  to  congressional  districts  on  former 
oocasions,  for  the  purpose  of  being  fraudulently  ^old  again  and  again, 
without  being  sent  to  their  destination  contemplated  by  the  periodical 
appropriations  for  books,  1  denounced  it. 

Another  fact  that  speaks  strongly  to  denounce  the  fraudulent 
character  and  extent  of  this  transaction  on  the  part  of  said  Cullom 
is,  that  he  omitted  to  claim  the  other  portion  of  the  fifty  thousand 
dollars  indemnity  appropriated  to  reimburse  his  alleged  expenditure 
in  the  purchase  of  tnose  books  before  any  appropriation  had  been 
made  to  authorize  it;  which  reimbursement  he  might  have  claimed 
at  the  same  time,  under  this  gratuitous  appropriation,  assuming 
his  alleged  outlay  to  be  true ;  but  his  not  claiming  the  comple- 
ment of  the  $50,000  is  a  clear  acknowledgment  that  he  had  not 
actually  made  the  outlay  he  alleged  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  in  order  to  obtain  the  appropriation  ;  or  even  to  allege  (if, 
indeed,  such  was  his  intention)  that  he  intendedj  or  intends,  to  present 
another  account  for  the  balance,  as  having  been  paid  to  some  other 
person  for  other  books,  would  but  increase  the  obvious  want  of  integrity 
m  the  entire  aspect  of  the  subject,  which  would  make  it  necessary  for 
him  to  verify  his  statement  to  the  committee  before  he  could  properly 
receive  any  portion  of  the  indemnity  based  on  its  supposed  truth. 
And  it  is  my  firm  belief  that  all  these  recitals  commend  their  con- 
sideration to  the  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury,  as  throwing 
essential  light  on  the  fraudulent  character  of  the  said  account,  which 
has  been  so  artfully  concocted  and  brought  forward  as  almost  to  elude 
ordinary  scrutiny,  under  the  courtesy  of  taking  upon  trust,  or  with 
many  grains  of  allowance,  an  account  wearing  the  imposing  grasp  of 
authority. 

ROBERT  MAYO. 

Affirmed  to  before  me,  this  17th  day  of  July,  1857. 

CHARLES  P.  WANNALL, 

Justice  of  ilie  Peace. 


D  No.  14. 


Office  op  House  of  Reprbsentativbs  of  U.  S., 

July  21,  1857. 

Sir:  I  have  learned  unofficially  that  some  proceeding,  in  the  form 
of  a  caveat,  was  filed,  some  eight  days  since,  with  the  First  Auditor, 
by  one  Robert  Mayo,  his  object  being  to  prevent  the  settlement  of  my 
account  for  indemnity  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1857,  by  the  allega- 
tion of  fraud  on  my  part  touching  said  account,  and  proposing  to 
verify  said  grave  charge  by  the  evidence  of  certain  witnesses  therein 
designated. 

Now,  inasmuch  as  all  of  said  witnesses  were  and  are,  as  I  am  in- 
fonned,  in  this  city,  I  respectfully  ask  whether  it  is  consistent  with 
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justice  and  my  long-delayed  legal  rights  that  I  shall  be  required  to 
rest  under  said  imputation  indefinitely,  at  the  instance  of  one  whose 
malicious  intent,  in  the  absence  of  proof,  is  so  obvious.  I  will  not 
allow  myself  to  suppose  that  any  one  intrusted  with  the  administra- 
tion of  this  delicate  trust  would  favor  a  procedure  so  unholy.  I  have 
hitherto  refrained  from  pressing  a  decision  of  the  matter,  to  give  the 
fullest  time  necessary  for  the  production  of  said  proof,  if  attainable 
by  the  party  preferring  the  charges.  If  the  same  has  not  been  or- 
dered, may  I  not  ask  that  said  Auditor  be  instructed  to  audit  and  settle 
said  account? 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  CULLOM. 
Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


D  No.  15. 

Treasury  Department, 
^xrstAvditor's  Office,  July  21,  1857. 

Sir  :  On  the  16th  instant  I  addressed  you  a  letter,  in  which  I  re- 
quested you  to  furnish  me,  with  the  least  practicable  delay,  the  testi- 
mony in  writing,  properlpr  attested  by  the  oaths  or  affirmations  of  the 
parties  making  it,  by  which  you  expect  to  prove  the  charges  made, 
confining  the  testimony  exclusively  to  the  amount  descried  in  the 
extract  given  in  your  letter  of  the  13th  instant. 

I  have  been  waiting  for  your  compliance  with  the  demand  I  made 
upon  you,  and,  although  the  parties  from  whom  you  expected  to  derive 
the  testimony  are  residents  of  this  city,  as  you  have  named  them  in 
your  affidavit,  you  have  yet  made  no  reply  to  my  letter. 

If,  by  Thursday  next,  you  fail  to  furnish  this  office  with  the  testi- 
mony, in  the  form  prescribed  by  my  letter  to  you  of  the  16th  instant, 
I  shall  deem  it  to  be  my  duty  to  take  up  and  audit  the  amount  of  Mr. 
CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  upon  such  evidence  as 
may  be  before  the  office  at  the  time. 

Respectfully, 


R.  Mayo,  Esq.,  Washington, 


T.  L.  SMITH. 


1>  No.  16. 

Washington,  July  21,  1857. 
Sir  :  I  tender  you  herewith  an  extract  from  a  written  statement  by 
Mr.  Rives  that  you  may  consider  whether,  under  the  12th  section  of 
the  act  of  the  3d  March,  1817,  for  the  prompt  settlement  of  public 
accounts,  it  be  not  necessary  and  proper,  for  the  due  examination  of 
William  Cullom's  account  against  the  United  States,  to  call  on  Mr. 
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Bires  for  his  testimony,  under  oath,  relating  to  said  accoant.  Also 
to  sammon  W.  W.  Seaton,  Bobert  Farnham,  Hudson  Taylor,  William 
W.  Moore  and  Mr.  Deeble,  of  the  Intelligencer  oflSce,  and  Mr.  Blanch- 
ard,  at  Mr.  Farnham's  bookstore,  to  give  their  testimony,  under  oath, 
on  the  same  account ;  and  also  to  cite  William  CuUom  and  Hugh 
Tyler,  to  give  them  an  opportunity  of  cross-examination  of  witnesses 
and  to  answer  such  questions  as  may  be  propounded  to  them.  The 
adoption  of  this  course  would  expedite  the  examination  and  report  of 
this  account,  as  my  business  and  the  dispersed  residences  of  these 
parties  render  it  extremely  difficult  for  me  to  see  them  on  a  first  call; 
and  then  they  are  likely  to  request  a  summons  from  the  Auditor,  as 
Mr.  8eaton  and  Mr.  Bives  have  done— desiring  it  more  in  form  than 
to  volunteer  at  my  instance. 

I  find  some  errors  in  the  copies  you  have  sent  me,  which  I  will 
point  out  hereafter. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

B.  MAYO. 

Hon.  TflOMAS  L.  Smith, 

First  Auditor. 


Extract  copied  for  the  information  of  the  Auditor  from  a  htcUement  of 
John  C.  Bives  J  esq.j  in  answnr  to  a  letter  from  R.  Mayo^  requesting 
his  affidavit  in  relation  to  William  GvUom's  account^  mentioned  therein, 
against  the  United  States, 

'^  I  printed  three  of  the  works  charged  on  Mr.  CuUom's  account, 
namely,  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  the  Financial  Be- 
ports,  and  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  from  1776  to  1789.  I  have 
not  sold,  either  to  Mr.  CuUom  or  to  Mr.  Tyler,  a  single  copy  of  either 
of  those  works,  and  I  believe — I  may  say  I  am  sure — that  they  could 
not  have  purchased  as  many  as  24  copies  of  them  anywhere  else. 
The  first  edition  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  was  made  and  was 

Erinted,  part  of  it,  27  years  ago.  Congress  distributed  it  to  the  mem- 
ers  as  copies  could  be  found,  and  there  is  now  due  to  former  members 
of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  more  than  200  copies — 183  copies  of 
it  from  1783  to  1787,  according  to  the  Clerk's  books,  and  how  many 
from  1776  to  1783  I  do  not  know — and  many  members  have  applied 
to  Mr.  Cullom,  but  in  vain,  to  supply  them,  although  their  names  are 
on  the  books  of  the  Clerk's  office  as  being  entitled  to  them.  The  State 
Department  needed  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  last  year,  to  send 
to  its  agents  abroad,  and  employed  me  to  print  it.  I  knew  of  but 
one  perfect  copy  anywhere,  and  it  belonged  to  the  widow  of  the  late 
Senator  Fulton,  and  she  had  sent  it  to  me  to  sell  to  Congress,  and  I 
did  not  like  to  cut  it  up  to  print  from,  and  the  State  Department  let 
me  have  one  of  its  file  copies  to  cut  up  and  print  from. 

**  I  believe,  from  what  I  know  and  from  what  I  have  heard,  that 
neither  Mr.  Cullom  nor  Mr.  Tyler  had  purchased  a  single  copy  of 
either  of  the  books  charged  on  Mr.  CuUom's  account  before  the  ad- 
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lournment  of  the  last  Congress,  and  I  have  not  heard  of  any  having 
been  bought  since,  except  90  copies  of  Gales  &  Seaton's  Debates,  sold 
by  them  to  Mr.  Tyler  at  the  request  or  suggestion  of  Mr.  CuUom,  out 
of  the  proceeds  of  which  they  paid  back  to  Tyler  $7,000,  that  being 
the  dimrence  between  what  Gales  &  Seaton  were  paid  for  the  bookft 
and  what  the  Clerk  has  charged  the  United  States  for  them. 

**I  think  it  probable — yes,  very  probable — that  Cullom's  account 
rendered  for  24  copies  is  for  the  number  of  copies  he  purchased  from 
the  members,  or  rather  he  purchased  the  members'  rights  to  them. 
He  told  me  on  Saturday  morning,  the  4th  of  March  last,  when  it  was 
thought  the  clause  in  the  deficiency  bill  making  the  appropriation 
for  books  would  not  pass,  that  its  loss  would  bear  hard  on  him,  as  he  had 

Purchased  the  rights  of  twenty-odd  members,  or  words  to  that  effect, 
understood  that  it  is  known  that  he  purchased  or  paid  for  one  set 
two  or  three  days  after  Congress  adjourned. 

''Nothing  else  occurs  to  me,  at  this  moment,  on  the  subject.  But  I 
can  say  that  I  am  confident  that  Mr.  Cullom  has  not  purchased  the 
books  charged  in  his  account.  Tes ;  I  believe  that  Mr.  Cullom  has 
not  purchased  the  books  charged  in  his  account  rendered  to  the  trea- 
sury as  firmly  as  I  believe  any  negative  fact  that  is  not  susceptible  of 
positive  proof. 

**  Whenever  I  shall  be  called  on  by  the  Treasury  Department,  I 
will  swear  to  the  substance  of  the  above,  put  in  proper  form,  and 
answer  at  the  same  time  any  questions,  under  oath,  which  either  the 
department  or  Mr.  Cullom  may  propound  to  me. 

''JOHN  C.  RIVES. 

"July  20,  1857." 


D  No.  17. 

Office  House  of  Beprebentativbs  U.  S., 

t/uZy  29, 1857. 

Sir  :  I  have  had  no  oflScial  information  from  your  department  ia 
regard  to  my  account  for  indemnity  under  the  act  of  3d  March,  1857, 
for  some  weeks.     I  have  learned,  however,  that  this  unusual  delay 
has  been  occasioned  by  certain  parties,  who  are  evidently  looking  less 
to  the  public  interest  than  to  their  own  aggrandizement — a  fact  so 
patent  that  it  cannot  be  overlooked  by  any  just  man  sitting  in  judg- 
ment upon  the  case  as  presented  by  the  facts.     What  is  that  case? 
The  House  of  RepresentAtives,  by  its  resolution  of  July   7,   1856, 
ordered  me,  as  its  Clerk,  to  purchase  for  each  new  member  and  dele- 
gate a  certain  catalogue  of  books      This  order  I  had  in  part  executed, 
when,  upon  the  3d  of  March  thereafter.  Congress  modified  the  same, 
so  far  as  it  was  unexecuted,  by  giving  a  reduced  number  of  books  to 
the  public  libraries  in  the  various  districts,  and  at  the  same  time 
appropriated  $138,000  for  the  purpose  of  indemnifying  me  for  the 
books  purchased,  and  to  enable  u^^  to  execute  the  order  of  Congress. 
Congress  knew  that  I  had  made  Qpe^o^s  outlays,  or  they  would  not 
have  provided  the  indemnity  Uo^a<  '^^^cVi  I  presented  my  account. 
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This  account  was  aathenticated,  as  required  by  your  instructions 
touching  that  matter,  and  came  up  fully  to  the  requirements  of  the 
treasary,  as  applicable  to  all  of  my  predecessors.  AH  this,  however, 
seemed  to  be  unsatisfactory,  when  I  was  given  to  understand  that  an 
exhibit  to  the  Auditor  of  the  receipts  of  the  members,  showing  that 
the  books  were  furnished  and  that  the  government  had  been  discharged, 
would  satisfy  the  utmost  requirement  of  the  law.  This  unusual 
requirement,  never  before  demanded,  I  promptly  complied  with ;  and 
yet  I  am  further  delayed.  The  high  functionaries  of  government  are 
now,  I  am  told,  required  by  publishing  monopolies  to  refuse  the  pay- 
ment of  my  account,  for  the  simple  reason  that  I  have  chanced  to 
purchase  the  modest  number  of  24  sets  of  certain  books  of  some  one 
else  in  this  broad  land  than  themselves.  And  I  am  told  that  some 
vague,  loose,  unfair,  and,  I  must  say,  untrue  statement  of  one  John 
C.  Rives  has  been  filed  with  you  or  your  First  Auditor  to  the  efiect 
that  certain  books  exhibited  in  my  account  were  not  or  could  not  have 
been  furnished  by  me ;  carefully  endeavoring  to  leave  the  impression 
on  your  mind  that  they  could  not  have  been  procured  except  by  pur- 
chase from  him.  The  books  referred  to  are  the  ''  Diplomatic  Corre- 
spondence," ''  Finance  Reports,"  and  the  '^  Congressional  Globe  and 
Appendix."  Mr.  Rives  would  have  you  believe  that  last  year  he 
knew  of  but  one  perfect  copy  of  the  first  named  work,  and  leaves  you 
to  infer  that,  as  he  is  a  publisher  and  was  presumed  to  know,  there 
was  none  other  save  a  few  published  by  the  otate  Department  for  our 
foreign  agents,  and  you  are  expected  to  believe  that  every  copy  thus 
published  from  this  only  perfect  copy  went  abroad,  and  therefore  was 
not  within  my  reach  ;  and  that  this  perfect  copy,  the  only  one  remain- 
ing, was  itself  cut  up,  and  he  feels  quite  confident  that  as  many  as  24 
copies  could  not  have  been  purchased  by  me  of  any  one  else  than  himself. 
Let  a  plain  tale  put  to  blush  forever  these  unfair  and  strained  pre- 
sumptions. The  books  of  my  office  show  that  to  the  members  of  the 
thirty-third  Congress  there  were  actually  distributed  of  this  obsolete 
work,  the  '' Diplomatic  Correspondence,"  one  hundred  and  forty  sets ; 
of  the  Finance  Reports,  one  hundred  and  thirty-five ;  of  Globe  and 
Appendix,  one  hundred  and  thirty-eight.  To  the  thirty-second  Con- 
gress there  were  given,  of  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  one  hundred 
and  twenty-nine  sets ;  of  Finance  Reports,  one  hundred  and  thirty-two 
sets  ;  of  Globe  and  Appendix,  one  hundred  and  thirty  sets.  To  the 
thirty-first  Congress,  of  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  one  hundred  and 
twenty-five  sets  ;  of  Finance  Reports,  one  hundred  and  thirty-four 
sets ;  of  Globe  and  Appendix,  one  hundred  and  twenty-eight  sets. 
To  the  thirtieth  Congress,  of  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  one  hundred 
sets  ;  of  Globe  and  Appendix,  one  hundred  and  seventeen  sets.  To 
the  twenty-ninth  Congress,  of  Globe  and  Appendix,  one  hundred  sets ; 
of  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  one  hundred  and  nine  sets.  And  the 
small  number  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  which  Mr.  Rives  says 
was  first  ordered  to  be  published  (see  Stat,  at  Large,  vol.  3,  p.  475) 
was  one  thousand  sets.  How  many  Mr.  Rives  published  and  threw 
into  the  market  last  year,  when  he  had  the  fat  contract  from  the  State 
Department,  and  had  such  a  search  for  a  perfect  copy  to  print  from, 
I  have  no  means  of  knowing.     Now,  with  these  vast  numbers  of  said 
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books  annually  thrown  on  the  market,  I  will  leave  it  to  your  fairness 
to  decide  whether  Mr.  Biyes,  or  any  one  else  who  loves  justice,  is 
warranted  in  the  conclusion  that  twenty-four  copies  could  not  have 
been  procured  without  going  to  him.  This  gives  you  a  clue  to  the 
motive  and  malignity  with  which  I  have  been  pursued  in  this  matter. 
I  will  here  state  that,  so  far  from  there  being  any  difficulty  in  procuring 
isaid  books,  I  have  no  doubt,  from  the  repeated  applications  to  sell 
them  to  me,  I  could  purchase  not  only  twenty-four  sets,  but  one  hun- 
-dred  sets,  in  a  few  days.  Indeed,  I  now  have  on  hand  in  my  pos- 
session a  number  of  perfect  sets  of  all  of  said  books,  to  wit :  Diplomatic 
Ciorrespondence,  Finance  Reports,  and  Globe  and  Appendix ;  and  it 
it  were  proper,  could  make  profert  of  them  to  the  Auditor.  Mr.  Bives 
says  that  a  large  number  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  is  yet  due 
the  members,  and  that,  though  often  importuned,  I  cannot  furnish 
them.  You  are  expected  to  believe  that  this  is  because  the  books  can- 
9koi  be  found,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  these  members  of  whom  he 
<flf>eaks  are  old  members,  and  there  has  never  been  an  appropriation  by 
Congress  to  supply  them,  and  Mr.  Bives  knows  it.  Why  conceal  that 
fact  from  you,  and,  by  unworthy  means,  seek  to  draw  a  presumption 
against  me  ?  As  to  the  allegation  that  Gales  &  Beaton  had  paid  Mr. 
Tyler  a  sum  of  money  on  any  account,  I  know  nothing.  I  gave  Messrs. 
G.  &  S.  the  order  for  the  books  myself,  unconditionally ;  and  my 
requisition  for  the  amount  of  their  receipted  bill  was  before  the  Comp- 
troller of  the  Treasury  when  I  went  to  Tennessee,  and  was  passed  and 
paid,  as  I  understand,  to  Gales  &  Seaten  in  my  absence.  What  they 
did  with  the  money  I  know  not.  Certain  it  is  I  have  not  received  a 
cent  of  it ;  nor  have  I  learned  from  Mr.  Tyler  that  he  has.  If  such 
be  the  fact,  I  aver  that  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it.  As  te  the  alleged 
conversation ,  the  substance  of  which  Mr.  Bives,  in  his  anxiety  te  do 
me  injury,  attempts  to  give,  to  the  effect  that  I  had  bought  members' 
rights  to  books,  it  is  positively  erroneous.  I  well  remember  the  con- 
versation, which  was  but  for  a  moment,  in  my  office,  during  the  latter 
part  of  the  last  night  of  the  se^sion.  When  told  by  Mr.  Bives  that 
the  book  appropriation  would  fail,  I  did  say  that  its  failure  would 
greatly  injure  me,  and  gave  him  perhaps  the  probable  amount  of  my 
liability,  or  the  probable  number  of  sete  of  bookn  I  had  furnished ; 
but  that  part  in  reference  to  members'  rights  must  have  been  supplied 
by  Mr.  Bives'  imagination,  as  I  certainly  used  no  such  language. 
Now,  I  respectfully  ask  you  if^  in  your  opinion,  these  States'  witnesses 
are  really  looking  to  the  protection  of  the  treasury,  or  are  they  seeking 
an  unmanly  revenge  of  me  for  the  diabolical  fraud,  not  upon  the 
treasury,  I  beg  you  to  remember,  but  upon  them,  in  purchasing  the 
pitiful  number  of  twenty-four  sets  of  books  of  other  persons,  as  I  had 
a  clear  legal  right  to  do,  and,  from  the  spirit  they  exhibit,  surely  a 
very  high  moral  right  to  do?  As  a  citizen  who  knows  his  rights, 
though  they  may  be  held  in  abeyance,  I  ask  how  long  am  I  to  be  left 
to  their  machinations  ? 

With  very  great  regard,  I  am  yours  truly, 

WM.  CULLOM. 

.  P.  S.  Accompanying  this  will  be  found  the  certificates  of  Messrs. 
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Bailey  and  Back  as  to  certain  facts  allnded  to  Id  the  foregoing  paper. 
1  will  add,  that  I  am  ready  to  verify  upon  oath  all  the  foregoing 
statements  made  by  me. 

WM.  CULLOM. 
Hon.  HowKLL  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

This  day  personally  appeared  before  me  William  Cullom,  and  made 
oath  that  the  facts  stated  in  the  foregoing  letter,  so  far  as  stated  upon 
his  own  knowledge,  are  true,  and  so  far  as  stated  upon  information 
and  belief  he  believes  to  be  true. 

WM.  CULLOM. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me,  this  fifth  day  of  August,  A.  D. 
1857. 

N.  CALLAN,  J  P,     [l.  s.] 


Office  House  of  Bepkbsbntativbb  of  U.  S., 

Jtdy  29,  1857. 

Sir  :  At  your  request  I  have  examined  the  books  of  this  office  con- 
taining the  accounts  kept  with  the  members  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives since  the  commencement  of  the  system  of  distribution  of 
books,  and  find  that  one  hundred  and  ten  sets  of  the  Congressional 
Globe  and  Appendix,  and  one  hundred  and  nine  sets  of  the  Diplo- 
matic Correspondence,  were  delivered  to  the  members  of  the  twenty- 
ninth  Congress  ;  that  one  hundred  and  seventeen  sets  of  the  Congres- 
sional Globe  and  Appendix,  and  one  hundred  sets  of  the  Diplomatic 
Correspondence,  were  delivered  to  the  members  of  the  thirtieth  Congress ; 
that  one  hundred  and  twenty-eight  sets  of  the  Congressional  Globe 
and  Appendix,  one  hundred  and  twenty-five  sets  of  the  Diplomatic 
Correspondence,  and  one  hundred  and  ninety-two  sets  of  the  Finance 
Reports,  were  delivered  to  the  members  of  the  thirty-first  Congress ; 
that  one  hundred  and  thirty  sets  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Ap- 
pendix, one  hundred  and  twenty-nine  sets  of  the  Diplomatic  Corre- 
spondence, and  one  hundred  and  thirty-two  sets  of  the  Finance  Reports, 
were  delivered  to  the  members  of  the  thirty-second  Cougress  ;  and 
that  one  hundred  and  thirty -eight  sets  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and 
Appendix,  one  hundred  and  iorty  sets  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspon- 
dence, and  one  hundred  and  thirty-five  sets  of  the  Finance  Reports, 
were  delivered  to  the  members  of  the  thirty-third  Congress. 

I  also  find  in  the  storeroom  of  this  office  seven  sets  of  the  Diplo- 
matic Correspondence  and  five  sets  of  the  Finance  Reports,  which  have 
been  obtained  by  you  since  the  passage  of  the  resolution  of  July  7, 
1856,  by  purchase,  besides  divers  other  books.  1  have  been  in  charge 
of  the  book  desk  of  this  office  for  several  months,  and  am  familiar  with 
that  branch  of  the  business. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  BAILY, 
Assistant  Clerk  Office  House  of  Reps,  of  U.  S. 

Hon.  William  Cullom, 

Cleric  House  of  Representatives. 
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the  Hon.  James  Guthrie,  then  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  adopted 
or  concurred  in  by  him,  as  I  am  informed,  showing  not  only  that  the 
Secretary  cannot,  but  that  the  head  of  no  other  department,  nor  even 
the  President  himself,  can  interfere  with  the  powers  and  authority  of 
the  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury  in  the  discharge  of  their  legal 
duties.  This  document  must  be  on  file  in  the  department,  and  the 
subject  of  it,  no  doubt,  is  familiar  to  you.  But  it  may  not  be  super- 
fluous for  me  here  to  refer  to  the  high  authorities  there  cited — who 
are  no  other  than  the  late  Presidents  Jackson,  Polk,  Tyler,  and 
Fillmore,  Attorneys  Oeneral  Wirt,  Taney,  and,  in  a  qualified  manner, 
Mr.  Butler  and  Mr.  Crittenden;  also,  Secretaries  William  H.  Crawford, 
John  C.  Spencer,  and  Judge  Woodbury  ;  as,  likewise,  Amos  Kendall, 
while  Postmaster  General.  Some  transient  opinions  of  Attorneys 
General  on  the  other  hand,  but  abandoned  or  not  recognized,  are  also 
mentioned.  Time  does  not  permit  me  to  transcribe  those  authorities 
from  the  document  referred  to,  as  I  intended ;  but  that  would  be 
superfluous,  as  the  original  may  be  found  in  the  department. 

**  Conversing  with  Mr.  Seaton  on  yesterday  respecting  my  former 
request  of  you  that  he  should  be  summoned  before  you,  after  stating 
to  him  my  interview  with  the  Secretary,  he  showed  me  a  statement  of 
considerable  length,  which  he  had  been  preparing  in  anticipation,  but 
said  that  as  Mr  Rives'  statements,  which  covered  the  whole  ground, 
did  not  seem  to  be  appreciated,  he  should  await  any  call  the  depart- 
ment might  see  proper  to  make  on  him,  or  words  to  that  efiect. 

'<  In  fine,  should  you  conclude  to  summon  the  witnesses  already 
mentioned  in  former  communications,  I  would  suggest  the  additional 
names  of  Mr.  Ineram,  Mr.  Harvey,  and  Mr.  Emrich,  clerks  in  Mr. 
Oullom's  office,  ivho  ought  to  know  what  purchases  have  been  made 
by  Mr.  CuUom,  to  what  extent,  and  where  the  books  are. 

<<  Had  the  alleged  purchase  been  actually  made,  Mr.  Cullom  would 
have  held  the  charge  of  fraud  at  defiance,  instead  of  making  indirect 
overtures  to  me  to  withdraw  it,  and  would  show  the  books  and  the 
vouchers  of  the  persons  from  whom  Mr.  Tyler  purchased  them,  and 
the  prices  paid  by  him  ;  for  Mr.  Tyler  is  not  a  bookseller,  and  could 
not  have  supplied  them,  even  if  they  existed,  except  from  the  pub- 
lishers. You  must  be  sensible  that  this  thing  cannot  come  to  dross, 
even  if  the  fraudulent  party  should  be  permitted  to  draw  the  money 
from  the  treasury.  Hoping  that  you  will  act  with  the  sound  discre- 
tion reposed  with  you  by  the  laws,  I  remain,  with  great  respect,"  &c. 

Should  your  excellency  desire  to  know  more  of  the  particulars 
alluded  to  in  the  note  above  quoted,  that  information,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, may  be  derived  from  the  papers  in  the  Auditor's  possession.  In 
every  aspect  of  this  important  case,  in  order  to  maintain  inviolate  the 
integrity  of  the  laws  in  question,  particularly  the  act  of  March  3, 
1823,  respecting  fraudulent  papers,  &c  ,  your  petitioner  respectfully 
prays  that  your  official  authority  may  be  interposed  to  restrain  the 
-Secretary  ot  the  Treasury  from  all  interference  with  the  accounting 
officers  in  their  settlement,  or  their  exposition  of  the  fraudulent 
character  of  said  account,  so  that  the  said  William  Cullom  may 
be  dealt  with  according  to  law  in  such  cases  made  and  provided,  and 
that  all  others  interested  in  the  aforesa^^  ^PP^opriatiou  tor  books  may 
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have  jastioe  expedited  in  obtaining  the  orders  for  their  respective 
quotaa  under  the  resolution  of  July  7,  1866,  and  the  said  appropriation 
of  March  3,  1857,  already  delayed  nearly  five  months,  to  subserve  the 
enormous  exactions  from  the  publishers,  or  other  fraudulent  purposes, 
by  said  William  Cullom.     And  your  petitioner  will  ever  pray. 

ROBERT  MAYO. 

It  might  not  be  out  of  place  here  to  say  what  would  have  been  the 
fate  of  such  a  case  in  less  than  twenty-four  hours  had  it  occurred  in 
the  administration  of  Andrew  Jackson.  Nor  can  such  a  reference  to 
the  name  of  that  great  man  be  a  just  cause  of  umbrage  to  any  suc- 
cessor hemay  ever  have,  much  less  to  President  Buchanan.  Information 
is  all  that  would  be  necessary  to  either.  Such,  at  least,  I  am  confident, 
would  be  the  estimation  of  every  one,  if  sentiment  could  be  consulted. 

With  unfeigned  sentiments  of  personal  regard,  long  entertained, 
I  have  the  honor  to  be  your  excellency's  most  obedient  servant, 

R.  MAYO. 

Rots  —There  may  be  some  iiight  verbal  variationa  io  the  copies  above  quoted,  as  they  are 
taken  from  the  rough  draaghte  of  the  origiDala  sent  to  the  Auditor. 

(If  there  were  nothing  positively  inhibiting  the  interference  of  the  Sec- 
retarjy  it  is  totally  incompatible  with  the  Comptroller's  duty  to  require 
the  prompt  settlement  of  an  account  by  the  Auditor,  whenever  the 
public  interests  demand  it,  in  his  opinion!  What,  then,  would  become 
of  the  Secretary's  interference?) 


D  No.  19. 

Office  House  of  Rbprbsentatives  U.  S., 

Jtdy  31,  1857. 
Sir  :  In  my  communication  of  the  29th  instant  I  omitted  to  state 
to  you  that  the  books  set  forth  in  the  communication  of  Messrs.  Rives 
and  Mayo  could  be  furnished  in  any  reasonable  number  by  the  book- 
sellerR  of  this  city.  In  confirmation  of  this  statement,  I  beg  leave  to 
refer  yon  to  the  accompanying  letter  of  Mr.  Shillington,  a  bookseller 
in  this  city.     And  I  may  also  add,  that  I  have  many  private  letters 

i reposing  to  sell  me  the  same  books.  I  understand,  also,  that  Mr. 
[orrison,  a  bookseller  of  this  city,  has  quite  a  number  of  said  books 
for  sale,  including  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  Finance  Reports, 
and  Globe  and  Appendix.  In  view  of  these  facts,  it  occurs  to  me  that 
the  mere  presumption,  which  my  pursuers  have  raised  by  their  false 
and  garbled  statements^  are  fairly  removed,  and  the  verity  of  my 
rights  established.  May  I  respectfully  ask  you  why  I  shall  longer  be 
delayed  in  my  rights,  to  gratify  a  set  of  booksellers  who  have  so  long 
fed  and  fattened  upon  the  treasury  as  to  become  morbid  and  jealous  of 
those  who  are  likely  to  receive  a  dollar  even  upon  a  just  claim.     I  do 
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not  desire  to  be  considered  importanate,  bat  my  pecuniary  necessities, 
and  tbe  flagrant  grossness  ana  selfishness  of  the  causes  of  my  delay,  is 
my  apology 9  if  any,  in  your  opinion,  is  necessary. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  CULLOM. 
Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Irectsury. 


D  No.  19. 

Washington,  July  31,  1857. 
Sir  :  Having  understood  that  it  is  attempted  to  create  the  impression 
that  you  could  not  have  purchased  certain  books,  viz :  Diplomatic  Cor- 
respondence, Finance  Reports,  and  Globe  and  Appendix,  of  any  other 
f»erson  except  the  publisher,  I  deem  it  due  to  you  to  state,  that  having 
urnished  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  and  also  your  predecessor.  Colonel 
Forney,  I  proposed,  a  short  time  after  the  passage  of  the  book  resolu- 
tion, to  furnisn  you  with  sets  of  those  identical  books  above  named, 
and  still  have  some  of  them  on  hand.  I  would  be  gratified  to  furnish 
them  to  you,  together  with  such  other  books  as  you  are  authorized  to 
procure.  And  I  pledge  myself  to  deliver  them  as  fast  as  yoa  may  re- 
quire them. 

Yours,  respectfully, 

J,  SHILLINGTON. 
Hon.  Wm.  Cullom, 

Clerk  of  the  Howe  of  Bepresentatives. 


D  No.  20. 

Wasbinoton,  August  3,  1857. 
SiK :  I  have  your  note  of  the  1st  instant,  with  copy  of  Dr.  Mayo's 
letter  to  you,  and  of  Mr.  Tyler's  account  with  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives for  books. 

I  know  nothing  whatever  about  this  matter  other  than  what  I  have 
heard  said  on  the  streets  by  persons  not  connected  themselves  with  it 
in  any  way,  I  presume.  This  would  be  inadmissible  as  testimony. 
What  was  said  referred  to  a  single  item,  and  Dr.  Mayo  refers  to  gen- 
tlemen who  must  know  in  full  about  it. 
Most  respectfully,  &c.,  &c., 

J.  W.  ALLEN. 

J.  W.  Allen,  being  duly  sworn,  declares  the  above  statement  by 
him  to  be  true,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief.  Before  me, 
this  3d  day  of  August,  1857. 

K,  BURGESS, ./.  P. 
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DNo.  21., 

Washington,  August  3^  1857. 

Sib  :  I  received  your  letter  of  the  Ist  instant,  accompanied  by  a 
copy  of  a  cavetU  of  R.  Mayo,  and  a  copy  of  an  account  of  H.  Tyler 
against  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  for  twenty- 
four  copies  of  eighteen  different  works  (books)  amounting  to  |25,880  40, 
which  ne  alleges  that  he  delivered  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives (William  Cullom)  who  paid  him  for  them  the  sum  above 
mentioned  in  '^ December,  1866  ;".and  you  request  me  in  your  letter 
to  furnibh  you,  at  a  date  not  later  than  twelve  o'clock  meridian  of 
Tuesday,  the  4th  instant,  at  your  office,  ^'  with  a  statement,  verified  by 
your  (my)  oath  or  affirmation,  of  such  facts  within  your  (my)  ovm 
knowledge,  as  will  go  to  sustain  the  charges  of  R.  Mayo  with  reference 
to  the  fraudulent  character  of  said  account,  and  that  you  (I)  will  con- 
fine your  (my)  statement  strictly  to  the  account  in  question,  and  such 
facts  as  will  illustrate  the  justice  or  falsity  of  that  account." 

I  state,  in  reply,  that  I  do  not  know  that  that  account  is  false^  but  I 
can  say  that  I  oelieve  it  is,  as  firmly  as  I  believe  your  office  is  stand- 
ing and  that  you  are  alive,  and  I  saw  the  office  standing  last  Friday, 
and  you  in  proper  person  a  short  time  ago,  but  cannot  name  the  day. 
I  wrote  a  letter  to  Dr.  R.  Mayo  about  two  weeks  ago,  in  reply  to  one 
from  him  to  me  on  the  subject,  in  which  I  name  several  reasons  why 
I  believe  that  no  person  can  have  purchased  the  books  enumerated  in 
Tyler's  account  since  the  7th  July,  1856,  and  he  informs  me  that  he 
has  filed  a  copy  of  my  letter  in  your  office.  Mr.  Clayton,  the  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  told  me  a  few  days  ago  that  he  had 
seen  my  letter  to  Dr.  Mayo,  and  that  it  is  not  evidence.  I  believe 
he  is  a  lawyer,  and  if  he  is  he  probably  knows. 

If  you  shall  find  anything  in  my  letter  to  Mayo,  or  in  this  letter  to 
you,  which  you  may  think  is  evidence  pertinent  to  the  subject,  I  will 
call  at  your  office  at  any  time  you  may  name  and  make  oath  to  it. 

Permit  me,  in  conclusion,  to  suggest  to  you  what  I  think  would  be 
'^  the  eftest  way,"  as  Dogberry  has  said,  for  you  to  get  this  matter  out 
of  a  coil.  It  is,  to  call  ^th  Tyler  and  Cullom  before  you  and  swear 
them,  and  ask  the  former  where  he  purchased  the  books,  and  from 
whom;  and  the  latter  where  they  are  now?  If  the  books  are  in  the 
city,  let  Cullom  show  them;  and  if  he  shall  say  he  has  sent  them  away, 
let  him  name  the  persons  to  whom  he  has  sent  them. 

JOHN  C.  RIVES. 

Thos.  L.  Smith,  Esq., 

First  Auditor  of  the  Treasury^  Washington  j  D.  C. 


D  No.  22. 

Washington,  August  3,  1857. 
In  compliance  with  a  request  in  writing  from  the  First  Auditor 
of  the  Treasury  Department,  dated  on  the  Ist  instant,  I  would  beg 
eave  to  say,  that  on  or  about  the  20th  of  July,  1856,  I  called,  at  the 
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request  of  Messrs.  Gales  &  SeatoQ,  on  Mr.  Cullom,  Clerk  Hoase  of 
Representatives  United  States,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  order 
for  the  books  for  the  use  of  the  members  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives which  he  had  been  directed  to  procure,  to  which  he  replied:  "I 
have  not  given  it  a  thought  yet,  nor  will  I  act  in  the  matter  until  the 
appropriation  is  made  to  pay  for  them  ;  and  then  the  order  will  be 
given  for  any  quantity  1  may  want.  I  will  not  take  the  least  respon- 
sibility ;  when  the  appropriation  is  made  I  will  act,  and  not  before." 

And  on  the  9th  of  April,  1857,  I  called  at  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives on  business  connected  with  the  said  books,  and  was  informed 
by  a  messenger  that  no  books  of  the  kind  had  been  brought  to  the 
House  except  those  90  sets  which  1  had  delivered  under  the  Clerk'g 
order  of  March  26,  1857. 

EDWARD  DEEBLE. 

T.  L.  Smith,  Esq., 

First  Auditor. 

Sworn  to  before  THOS.  DONOHO,  •/.  P. 


D  No.  23. 


Washington,  August  4,  1857. 
Sir:  In  answer  to  your  communication  of  August  1,  1857,  asking 
me  to  state  what  facts  were  within  my  knowledge  going  to  sustain  the 
charge  of  R.  Mayo,  with  reference  to  the  fraudulent  character  of  an 
account  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  a  copy  of  which 
accompanies  your  communication,  I  have  to  state  that  I  know  of  no 
fact  or  ctrcumstance  tending  to  sustain  the  charge  of  said  Mayo,  with 
reference  to  this  or  any  other  account  of  the  said  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

Yours,  respectfully,  &c., 

JOHN  TRETLER. 
Hon.  T.  L   Smith,  First  Auditor,  rfr. 


District  of  Columbia,  )  .      .. 
County  of  Washington,  \  ^^  ^"  * 


On  this  4th  day  of  August,  1857,  before  me,  the  subscriber,  a  justice 
of  the  peace  in  and  for  the  county  aforesaid,  personally  appeared  John 
Tretler,  and  made  oath  on  the  Holy  Evangelists  of  Almighty  God 
that  the  matters  set  forth  in  the  foregoing  written  paper  are  true,  to 
the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief. 

Sworn  to  before  me. 

D.  SMITH,  J.  P. 
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D  No.  24. 

Washington,  August  4,  1857. 

On  the  evening  of  the  Ist  day  of  August,  1857, 1  received  from  the 
of  the  First  Auditor  of  the  treasury  *'  a  copy  of  a  communication 
dated  July  13,  1857,  signed  B.  Mayo  which  has  been  filed  in  that 
office  as  a  cave  At  against  any  precipitate  action  in  the  settlement  of  an 
aocoDnt  of  William  Callom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
for  certain  books  furnished  to  members  of  the  34th  Congress,  under 
treeolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7,  1856." 

Also  a  copy  of  the  account  therein  referred  to,  and  of  which  Mr. 
Mayo  alleges  it  is  '^  a  fraudulent  attempt  to  draw  money  from  the 
Treasary  of  tlie  United  States  under  false  pretences." 

And  in  reference  to  this  charge  I  am  requested  to  furnish  the  First 
Aoditor's  office  with  such  facts,  under  oath,  as  will  go  to  sustain  the 
charge  of  Mr.  Mayo,  in  reference  to  this  particular  account,  or  such 
facta  as  will  illustrate  its  justice  or  falsity. 

On  the  back  of  the  account  thus  impeached  I  find  a  receipt  in  full 
signed  '*  H.  Tyler,"  and  dated  December,  1856,  for  *' twenty-five 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty  dollars  and  forty  cents." 

All  1  can  say  in  reference  to  the  matter  is,  that  no  such  books  as 
are  named  in  said  account  as  publications  by  Gales  &  Seaton  were 
famished  by  them  to  my  knowledge,  and  I  can  express  the  confident 
belief  that  the  publications  by  Grales  &  Seaton  therein  charged  and 
forming  nearly  fifteen  thousand  dollars  of  the  above  mentioned 
amount,  were  not  obtained  of  them  or  of  any  agent  of  theirs  during 
the  time  Mr.  Cullom  has  filled  the  office  of  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  If  they  had  been  so  obtained,  I  think  from  my 
position  in  the  office  of  Messrs.  Gales  &  Seaton,  I  should  have  known 
it;  and  I  further  confidently  believe  that  the  number  of  copies  of 
the  publications  of  G«les  &  Seaton,  charged  in  the  bill  aforesaid, 
could  not  have  been  procured  from  any  other  source  than  Gales  & 
Seaton.  The  edition  of  the ''  American  State  Papers,"  was  exhausted 
many  years  since  by  sales  to  Congress,  and  the  other  works  have  been 
sold  1  believe  only  to  Congress,  and  not  put  into  the  market,  as  is 
usually  the  case  with  other  books. 

1  enclose  herewith  without  knowing  whether  it  will  be  of  any 
service  in  the  present  investigation,  a  printed  statement  of  an  inter- 
view which  I  had  with  Mr.  Cullom  in  reference  to  books^  in  the  month 
of  March  last. 

Very  respectfully, 

W.  W.  MOORE. 

The  foregoing  written  statement  as  well  as  the  printed  slip  en- 
closed, sworn  to  before  me,  August  4, 1857. 

THOS.  DONOHOE,  J.  P. 

H.  Rep.  Com.  188 10 
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Statement  by  Mr.  Moore. 

Saturday,  March  7,  1857. 

(Near  12  o'clock  m.) 

About  an  hour  ago,  at  the  request  of  Messrs.  Gales  &  Seaton,  I 
called  at  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in 
the  Capitol,  to  see  Mr.  CuUom. 

Found  him  in  his  room  examining  letters,  and  Mr.  J.  H.  C.  Mudd 
occupied  with  pen  and  paper  at  a  table  in  the  same  room.  On  enter- 
ing Mr.  Mudd  introduced  me.  Mr.  CuUom,  who  was  himself  stand- 
ing, invited  me  to  be  seated,  which  I  declined  by  stating  that  I  had 
but  a  word  or  two  to  say  on  business. 

I  then  stated  that  I  had  called  at  the  request  of  Messrs.  Gales  & 
Seaton,  to  inform  him  that  their  books  were  ready  for  delivery,  and 
that,  having  observed  that  an  appropriation  for  the  books  had  been 
made,  they  would  be  pleased  to  receive  an  order  for  them.  Mr.  Cul- 
lom  stated  that  he  would  give  an  order  at  his  convenience  and  pleasure; 
that  he  was  much  pressed  with  business  of  all  kinds:  had  been  much 
troubled  by  those  interested  in  the  books,  and  was,  besides,  greatly 
harassed  in  settling  the  accounts  of  members.  The  indefinite  nature 
of  this  reply  led  me  to  remark  that  I  supposed  an  order  for  Messrs. 
Gales  &  Beaton's  books  would  be  given  in  due  time,  as  a  matter  of 
course. 

To  this  Mr.  Cullom  replied  in  the  negative,  stating  that  an  order 
would  not  be  given  as  a  matter  of  course,  but  at  his  pleasure,  if  he 
idiould  ascertain  that  he  wanted  the  books;  that  the  law  directed  him 
to  furnish  the  books,  and  did  not  require  him  to  purchase  them  of 
their  respective  publishers;  that  these  publishers  had  endeavored  to 
monopolize  the  sale  of  their  respective  works,  and  on  this  point  had 
been  fighting  against  him  for  a  year,  and  he  had  finally  gained  the 
victory;  that  the  law  passed  in  a  form  which  imposed  no  restraint  as 
to  the  source  whence  the  books  were  to  be  procured ;  that  he  had 
already  provided  for  a  part  of  them ;  that  for  Messrs.  Gales  &  Seaton 
he  had  great  respect,  and  would  call  and  see  them  before  he  left  the 
city,  but  he  could  not  give  an  order  for  their  books  until  he  should 
ascertain  what  number  of  them  he  might  want.  I  then  told  him  that 
I  was  not  apprised  of  the  difficulties  to  which  he  had  alluded,  and 
respectfully  took  leave  of  him. 

The  foregoing  statement  contains  an  accurate  report,  in  substance,' 
of  what  took  place  between  us,  the  exact  language  being  used  in  some 
cases.  Mr.  Cullom,  though  courteous  in  manner,  spoke  with  an 
emphasis  that  indicated  firmness  of  purpose.  The  substance  of  the 
conversation  is  now  committed  to  paper  that  there  may  be  no  misap- 
prehension in  future  as  to  the  purport  of  it. 

WM.  W.  MOORE, 
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D  No.  25. 

Washingxon^  August  4,  1857. 

Sir:  I  hare  do  personal  knowledge  whatever  concerning  the  ac*- 
oonnt  of  Hugh  Tyler  for  books  famished  to  members  of  Congress. 

Street  rumors  have  been  abundant,  but  they  are  not  legal  evidence, 
even  if  true,  and  whether  they  are  or  not  I  have  no  means  of  knowing. 
Why  Dr.  Mayo  should  have  referred  to  me  is  beyond  my  compre- 
hension. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  truly,  your  obedient  servant, 

N.  SARGENT. 
Thos.  L.  Smith,  Esq., 

First  Auditor. 


D  No.  26. 

Washington,  August  5,  1857. 
Sie:  In  response  to  your  communication  of  the  1st  instant,  regard- 
ing an  acconat  of  Hugh  Tyler  against  William  Onllom,  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  United  States,  for  over  $25,000,  we 
have  to  say  that  we  have  no  facts  relating  thereto  to  communicate  to 
sustain  the  charges  and  allegations  of  B.  Mayo. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

TAYLOR  &  MAURY. 
Hon.  Thos  L.  Smith, 

First  Auditor  of  the  United  States  Treasury. 

District  op  Columbia,    ) 
County  of    Washington.  \ 

On  this  4th  day  of  August,  A.  D.  1857,  personally  appears  Hudson 
Taylor,  one  of  the  firm  of  Taylor  &  Maury,  and  makes  oath  that  the 
facts  and  things  stated  in  the  foregoing  letter  are  true  to  the  best  of 


his  knowledge  and  belief. 


N.  CALLAN,  r        . 

Justice  of  the  Peace.     L^^^l.j 


D  No.  27. 

House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  to  Hugh  Tyler ^  Dr. 

For  the  following  books,  furnished  by  order  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Housi 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  for  the  use  of  the  members 
of  the  thirty-fourth  Congress,  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  o\ 
Representatives  of  July  7,  1856,  viz: 

24  sets,  29  volumes  each^  Gales  &  Seaton's  Register  of 

Debates,  |145  per  set $3,480  00 

24  sets,  37  volumes  each.  Congressional  Globe  and  Ap- 
pendix, $185  per  set 4,440  00 
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24  sets,  1  Yolame  each,  Contested  Elections,  |5  per  set...  $120  09 
24  sets,  2  Yolumes  each,  Senate  Land  Laws,  $10  per  set...  240  00 

24  sets,  5  yolumes  each,  Elliott's  Debates^  |16  per  set....  384  00 

24  sets,  9  volumes  each,  American  Archives,  $151  60 

per  set. 3,638  40 

24  sets,  7  volumes  each.  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  $15 

per  set 360  00 

24  sets,  21  volumes  each.  Gales  &  Seaton's  American 

State  Papers,  $235  50  per  set 5,652  00 

24  sets,  5  volumes  each,  Opinions  of  Attorneys  General, 

$15  per  set 360  00 

24  sets,  7  volumes  each,  Finance  Reports,  $24  per  set 576  00 

24  sets,  42  volumes  each,  Gales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of 

Congress,  $210  per  set 5,040  00 

24  sets,  10  volumes  each,  John  Adams*  Works,  $22  50 

per  set 540  00 

24  sets,  7  volumes  each,  Alexander  Hamilton's  Works, 

$14  per  set 336  00 

24  sets,  1  volume  each,  Hickey's  Constitution,  $1  per  set  24  00 

24  sets,  2  volumes  each,  Mayo's  Fiscal  Department,  $5 

per  set 120  00 

24  sets,  1  volume  each,  Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and 

Bounty  Land  Laws,  $3  50  per  set 84  00 

24  sets,  9  volumes  each,  Jefferson's  Works,  $20  25  per  set         486  00 

25,880  40 


Washington,  December  — ,  1856.  Received  of  William  CuUom, 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  twenty- 
five  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty  dollars  and  forty  cents,  in  fall 
of  the  within  account. 

H.  TYLER. 


Washington,  August  4,  1857. 

Sir:  I;i  reply  to  your  communication  of  the  let  instant,  requesting 
me  to  state  what  I  know  of  the  account  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  I  have  to  state  that  the  account  of  which  the  witbia 
is  a  copy  is  correct^  and  that  the  books  therein  enumerated  were  fur- 
nished in  accordance  with  a  contract  made  with  said  Clerk  for  supply- 
ing members  of  the  34th  Congress  with  the  same. 
Very  respectfully,  &c., 

H.  TYLEB. 
Hon.  T.  L.  Smith, 

First  Auditor  of  the  Treasury, 

District  of  Colubibia,  \ 
County  of  Washington,  j 

On  this  4th  day  of  August,  in  the  year  1857,  before  the  undersigned, 
a  justice  of  th^  peace  for  the  said  co^^^y>  personally  appeared  H. 
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Tyler,  and  makes  oath  on  the  Holy  Evangely  of  Almighty  Ood  that 
the  facts  and  things  set  forth  in  the  within  letter  are  true,  to  the  best 
of  his  knowledge  and  belief. 
Sworn  and  subscribed  before  me. 

N.  CALLAN,  J.  P.     [l.  s.] 


D  No.  28. 

Washington,  August  5,  1857. 
Sir  :  In  copying  my  note  addressed  to  you  yesterday,  in  reference 
to  the  account  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatires,  an  error 
was  committed,  which  I  respectfully  ask  you  to  allow  me  to  correct 
before  the  settlement  of  said  account,  that  you  may  not  be  misled  in 
the  premises.^  For  the  words,  "  furnished  in  accordance  with  a  con- 
tract made  with  said  Clerk  for  supplying  members  with  the  same,"  I 
intended  to  use  the  following : 

Purchased  of  me  in  compliance  with  a  contract  luith  the  said  Clerk ^ 
for  supplying  him  with  books  for  the  3ith  Congress, 
Very  respectfully,  &c., 

H.  TYLER. 
Hon,  T.  L.  Smith, 

First  Auditor. 


D  No.  29. 

Treasurt  Department, 
First  Auditor's  Office ,  August  6,  1857. 

The  rates  charged  for  books  in  this  account  have  been  compared  with 
former  aocx)unts,  and  have  in  no  case  been  found  to  exceed  the  prices 
heretofore  paid  for  the  same. 

T.  L.  SMITH. 


D  No.  30. 

Washington,  August  8,  1857. 

Okrtlbmen  :  Being  recognised  by  the  Auditor  as  the  prosecutor,  real 
or  putative  of  William  Cullom's  fraudulent  account,  by  citing  my  name 
to  persons  called  on  to  testify  as  to  the  fraudulent  character,  the 
justice  or  falsity  of  said  account,  I  deem  it  but  right  and  proper  to 
ask  an  opportunity,  individually,  or  by  counsel  to  interrogate  those 
I  have  named,  and  to  cross-examine  those  proposing  to  illustrate  the 
justice  of  the  account,  in  order  to  elicit  facts  that  may  not  be  mentioned 
in  their  affidavits,  and  likewise  to  interrogate  those  who  may  decline 
making  an  affidavit,  but  are  willing  to  answer  questions  that  may  be 
propounded  to  them.  Such  an  opportunity  may  be  indispensable  to 
evoke  the  whole  truth,  and  enable  me  to  fulfil  my  purpose  of  making 
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Bucb  proof,  and  afford  the  accounting  officers  the  assurance  of  a  full 
development  of  the  fraud  charged. 

The  mode  of  procuring  the  testimony  adopted  by  the  Auditor,  in 
calling  for  affidavits,  as  far  as  I  am  informed,  is  not  the  best  calculated 
to  illustrate  the  fraudulent  character,  the  justice  or  falsity  of  the 
account,  and  produce  conviction  on  every  mind,  when  negative  proof 
nevertheless  may  exist,  and  might  be  presented  in  innumerable  shapes. 
To  restrict  the  witness  rigidly  to  the  specific  matters  of  the  account, 
may  induce  him  to  suppose  and  say  that  he  knows  nothing  positive 
in  relation  to  the  particulars^  and  decline  making  an  affidavit,  which 
might  tend  to  place  me  in  a  position  not  in  accordance  with  the  sup- 
pressed or  undisclosed  facts  of  the  case.  Whereas,  if  brought  to  an 
examination  by  question  and  answer,  such  witnesses  might  develop  a 
vast  number  of  circumstantial  facts,  which  taken  in  connexion  with 
correlative  facts,  or  in  contrast  with  allegations  that  are  incompatible, 
would  go  far  to  prove,  and  probably  affirm  beyond  cavil,  the  flagrant 
character  of  the  fraud  charged.  So  that,  by  means  of  a  proper  scrutiny 
of  certain  pertinent  documents,  the  statements  of  witnesses,  and  their 
cross-examination,  the  fraud  charged,  though  otherwise  not  obvious 
to  every  mind  on  the  face  of  a  plausible  and  cunning  account,  covering 
a  swindle  3f  the  most  daring  character,  it  might  so  result  by  the  force 
of  light  derived  from  such  negative  proofs,  circumstantial  evidence, 
and  proof  positive,  drawn  to  a  focus  on  the  main  issue,  as  to  render 
the  iraud,  if  not  palpable  to  the  touch,  seared  with  the  indelible 
stamp  of  its  true  character. 

This  is  one  of  the  numerous  evidences  of  the  degeneracy  of  the 
times,  though  I  hope  the  first  in  enormity  of  its  kind.  But  should  it 
receive  the  license  of  approbation  by  this  administration,  from  which 
such  flattering  auguries  have  been  proclaimed  to  the  patriotic  solicitude 
of  the  American  people,  it  will,  with  its  new-born  progeny  of  pecula- 
tors on  the  vaults  of  the  treasury,  under  various  disguises,  encouraged 
by  its  example,  inevitably  result  in  a  universal  effott  for  a  rem^y, 
and  to  conceive  what  that  would  be,  can  hardly  require  an  effort 
beyond  the  spontaneous  suggestion  of  the  simplest  apprehension,  the 
reorganization  of  the  whig  party.  God  forbid  that  any  party,  how- 
ever laudable  the  object^  may  ever  rise  on  such  a  foundation  in  this 
fair  land,  hallowed  by  the  blood  and  treasures  of  our  forefathers. 

So  far  as  the  testimony  has  come  to  my  knowledge,  I  shall  in  a 
communication  on  Monday,  throw  it  into  such  array  as  to  bring  the 
light  that  beams  from  its  details  to  a  focus,  appreciable  to  all,  which 
I  dare  hope  will  prevail  on  the  accounting  officers  to  accede  to  my 
request  to  be  heard  in  person  or  by  counsel. 

With  great  respect,  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  gentlemen,  your  obedient 
servant, 

R.  MAYO. 

Hon.  W.  Mkdill,  First  ComptroUer,  and 

Hon.  Thomas  L.  Smith,  First  Auditor. 
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D  No.  31. 


Moneys  advanced  and  payment  made  to  William  Cullom,  esq,^  laie 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  BepresentativeSj  on  account  of  hooks  for  mem" 
hers  of  the  House  of  Representatives j  34<A  Congress^  per  resolution 
of  1th  July,  1856,  and  act  3d  March,  1857. 

Advanced  March  31, 1857 $32,850  00 

Advanced  September  14,  1857 20,304  00 

Advanced  November  5,  1857 5,076  00 

Advanced  December  7, 1857 5,176  00 

63,406  00 
Payment  August  8^  1857 22,645  35 

Aggregate 86,051  35 


E  No.  1. 

Treasury  Department, 

Comptroller's  Office,  May  30,  1856. 

Sib  :  It  appears  from  the  journal  of  the  last  session,  at  pa^e  176, 
that  a  petition  was  presented  by  citizens  of  Paducah,  in  oehalf  of 
Glover  and  Mather,  and  at  page  180,  that  two  petitions  from  Indiana 
were  presented  in  their  behalf,  and  were  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Post  Offices  and  Post  Roads;  a  clause  was  inserted  in  the  act  of 
March  3,  1855,  making  appropriations  for  the  Post  Office  Department, 
section  7,  referring  the  matter  of  the  claim  of  Glover  and  Mather  to 
the  First  CJomptroller  for  settlement,  and  having  the  same  under  con- 
sideration, I  will  thank  you  for  the  petitions  mentioned  above,  and 
for  a  reference  to  a  report  if  one  was  made. 

Be  pleased  to  send  by  Mr.  Cram. 
Most  sincerely, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

Hon.  William  Cvlijom, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


ENo.  IJ. 


Treasury  Department, 

Comptroller's  Office,  July  10,  1856. 

Sib  :  You  will  receive  with  this  note  a  list  of  balances  of  appropria- 
tions made  prior  to  1st  July,  1854,  and  which  by  the  act  of  31st 
August,  1852,  seem  liable  to  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  on  the 
30th  of  June,  1856,  upon  the  face  of  which,  in  the  column  of  '*  re- 
marks," you  will  be  pleased  to  indicate  such  of  the  balances  of  the 
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appropriations  made  for  the  service  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
as  may  be  required  for  the  payment  of  outstanding  or  unsettled  accounts, 
and  mark  in  the  proper  column  with  your  signature  the  word,  wanted, 
and  in  the  others  the  words,  not  wanted,  with  your  signature  annexed. 
As  this  paper  is  to  be  acted  upon  immediately  you  will,  if  practicable, 
be  pleased  to  return  it  by  my  messenger. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Compirdder. 
Wm.  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  Howe  of  BepreserUcUivea. 


E  No.  2. 


Treasury  Department, 

Comptroller's  Office^  Jtdy  24,  1856. 

Sir  :  Per  the  following  reports,  accounts  have  been  adjusted  between 
the  United  States  and  yourself  from  the  Ist  December,  1855,  to  30th 
June,  1856. 

Per  report  123,573,  for  salaries  of  draughtsmen  and  clerks,  for  maps, 
i&c,  and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  123,575,  for  salaries  of  Capitol' police,  and  a  balance 
found  due  the  United  States  of  $179  79. 
EespectfuUy  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
Comptroller, 
Wm.  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  BepresentcUtveSj 

Disbursing  Agent j  Washington  City. 


E  No.  3. 

Treasury  Department, 

CamptroUer'sOficey  July  25,  1856. 
Sir  :  Per  report  123,572,  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between  the 
United  States  and  yourself  for  salaries  of  clerks  of  committees  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  from  the  6th  of  February  to  the  30th  of 
June,  1856,  and  a  balance  found  due  the  United  States  of  $1,085  37. 
Per  report  123,574,  for  salaries  in  your  office  for  the  period  afore- 
said, and  for  the  months  of  December,  1855,  and  January,  1856,  and 
said  account  has  been  closed. 
Respectfully  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
Comptroller. 
William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Jtepresenfatives, 

Did)ursing  Agent,  Washington  City, 
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E  No.  4. 


Treasury  Department, 

Comptroller's  OfficCj  Atiguat  1,  1856. 

&R :  Per  report  No.  123,607,  an  accouDt  has  been  adjusted  between 
the  United  States  and  yourself  for  laborers  employed  in  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives  from  the  6th  of  February  to  the  30th  of  June,  1856, 
and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  $46  38. 

Per  report  No.  123,608,  for  saddle  horses  for  the  same  period,  and 
said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  No.  123,609,  for  fuel,  oil,  and  candles  for  the  use  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States 
of  $2,333  26. 

Per  report  No.  123,610,  for  Annals  of  Congress,  for  143  members 
of  the  32d  Congress,  from  February  6  to  June  30,  1856,  and  said  ac* 
count  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  No.  123,611,  hr  engraving  and  lithographing  for  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  for  the  same  period,  and  a  balance  found 
due  to  the  United  States  of  $30,792  43. 
BespectfuUy  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Comptroller. 
Wm.  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  Home  of  Representatives , 

Disbursing  Agent j  Washington  City. 


E  No.  5. 

Treasury  Department, 

Comptroller's  Office^  August  1,  1856. 

Sir  :  Per  report  No.  123,604,  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between 
the  United  States  and  yourself  for  newspapers  for  members  of  the  House 
of  Bepresentatives,  from  the  6th  of  February  to  the  30th  of  June,  1856^ 
and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  $4,861  36. 

Per  report  No.  123,605^  for  horses  and  mail  carriages  for  the  use 
of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  for  the  aforesaid  period,  and  said  ac- 
coant  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  No.  123,606,  for  furniture  and  repairs  for  the  same 
period,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  $141  60. 
BespectfuUy  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Comptroller. 
Wm.  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentaiives,  Disbursing  Agent. 
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E  No.  6. 

Treasury  Department, 

Comptroller' 8  Office^  August  4,  1856. 

Sir  :  Per  the  following  reports  accounts  have  been  adjusted  between 
the  United  States  and  yourself,  from  the  6th  of  February  to  the  30th 
of  June,  1856,  with  the  annexed  results  : 

Per  report  No.  123,612,  for  Statutes  at  Large  for  members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  per  resolution  of  February  20,  1856,  and  a 
balance  found  due  to  you  of  $5,239  50. 

Per  report  No.  123,613,  for  Annals  of  Congress  for  the  library  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  No.  123,614,  for  books  for  members  from  Virginia, 
Kentucky,  Nebraska,  and  Kansas,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the 
United  States  of  $1,115  90. 

Per  report  No.  123,615,  for  reporting  and  publishing  in  the  Daily 
Globe  the  proceedings  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  Ist  session  of 
the  34th  Congress,  and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  No.  123,616,  for  stationery  for  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Respectfully  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Comptroller, 
Wm.  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatively 

Disbursing  Agent,  Washington  City. 


E  No.  7, 

Treasury  Department, 

Comptroller* s  Office ,  A'ugust  5,  1856. 

Sir  :  Per  the  following  reports,  accounts  have  been  adjusted  between 
the  United  States  and  youiself,  from  the  6th  of  February  to  the  30th 
of  June,  1856,  with  the  annexed  results  : 

Per  report  No.  123,617,  for  folding  documents,  and  a  balance  found 
due  to  the  United  States  of  $4  13. 

Per  report  No.  123,618,  for  books  voted  to  the  members  of  the  33d 
Congress,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  $741  47. 

Per  report  No.  123,619,  for  24  copies  of  the  Congressional  Globe, 
and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  No.  123,620,  for  binding  192  volumes  of  the  Congres- 
sional Globe  and  Appendix,  and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  No.  123,621,  for  reporting  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  2d  session  of  the  32d  Congress,  and  said  account 
has  been  closed. 

Per  report  No.  123,622,  for  messengers  employed  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of 
$628  45. 
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Per  report  No.  123^623,  for  compensation  of  messengers  in  charge 
of  the  Hall  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  a  balance  found  due 
to  the  United  States  of  $3  13. 

Per  report  No.  123,624,  for  compensation  of  pages  employed  in  the- 
House  of  BepresentativeSy  and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  No.  123,625,  for  compensation  of  two  messengers  in  the 
office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  said  account 
has  been  closed. 

Respectfully  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Comptroller. 
William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representaiives,  Disbursing  Agent. 


E  No.  8  . 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  August  6,  1856. 

Sib  :  Per  report  123,656,  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between  the 
United  States  and  yourself,  from  tbe  6th  of  February,  1856,  to  30th 
June  last,  for  binding  documents  for  the  House  of  Representatives,, 
and  a  balance  found  due  to  you  of  $12,392  88. 
Respectfully  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
CompiroUer. 
William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Reps.,  Disbursing  clerk. 


E  No.  9. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  August  13,  1856. 

Sir  :  Per  report  123,790,  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between  the 
United  States  and  yourself  for  miscellaneous  items,  for  the  House  of 
Representatives  from  the  6th  of  February,  to  the  30th  of  June,  1856^ 
and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  $344  37. 
Respectfully  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Comptroller., 
William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Reps. 
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E  No.  10. 

Treasury  Dbpartbcbmt, 
ComptroUer's  Office^  August  14,  1856. 
Sir  :  Per  repcrt  123,808^  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between  the 
United  States  and  yourself  from  the  6th  of  February,  1856,  to  the  30th 
of  June  last,  for  books  for  members  of  the  thirty-second  Congress, 
and  said  account  has  been  closed. 
Respectfully  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
Comptroller. 
William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Reps.  ^  Disbursing  Agent. 


E  No.  11. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office^  August  26,  1856. 

Sir  :  Mr.  Sweeny,  of  the  banking  house  of  Sweeny,  Bittenhouse,  & 
Fant,  called  yesterday  and  said  you  wanted  me  to  recognise  the 
validity  of  a  receipt  or  an  order  of  Mr.  Bennett,  late  contesting  dele- 
gate from  Nebraska. 

The  paper  presented  to  me  was  not  only  informal  but  imperfect.  It 
has  been  and  is  probably  now  before  you,  as  Mr.  Sweeny  said  he  should 
call  upon  you. 

Be  pleased  to  inform  me  what  action  of  mine  in  the  matter  is  de- 
sired. I  declined  to  act  yesterday  for  the  want  of  information  ;  when 
it  shall  be  given,  and  your  wishes  known,  I  will  do  anything  that  my 
official  relation  makes  necessary  and  proper.  I  will  thank  you  for  a 
reply  by  the  bearer. 

Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

Hon.  William  Cullom, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


E  No.  12. 

Office  Clerk  House  of  Representatives, 

August  26,  1856. 

Sir  :  Yours  of  this  date  to  Mr.  Cullom  in  relation  to  the  claim  of  Mr. 
Bennett,  in  hands  of  Sweeny,  Bittenhouse,  &  Fant,  is  before  me.  In 
reply  to  which  I  have  to  say  that  Mr.  Cullom  is  not  present,  and  I 
know  of  no  correspondence  or  understanding  with  him  in  relation  to 
said  claim,  except  that  when  the  claim  was  presented  for  payment,  a 
day  or  two  ago^  it  was  considersd  imperfect.  This  is  all  I  know  in 
relation  to  the  same. 

Very  respectfully, 

W.  P.  INGRAM. 
Hon.  E.  Whittlesey, 

Comptroller's  Office,  Treasury  Department. 
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E  No.  13. 

OsncB  Clbre  House  of  BEPRBSSNTATiyBB, 

September  6,  1866. 
Sir  :  I  would  like  to  pay  the  claim  of  Mr.  Bennett,  (the  same  thai 
was  shown  to  you  some  time  ago  hy  Mr.  Sweeny,  of  the  hanking  house 
of  Sweeny,  Rittenhonse,  &  Fant,)  provided  I  am  safe  in  doing  so. 

The  acccount  is  made  out  in  accordance  with  a  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives,  and  was  objected  to  for  reasons  stated  to 
you  in  my  letter  of  26th  ultimo. 

Having  heard  (verbally)  that  you  had  indicated  that  Mr.  Bennett's 
order  to  pay  another  party,  viz :  Sweeny,  Bittenhouse,  &  Fant,  was 
as  good  and  valid  as  his  (Bennett's)  receipt,  is  the  reason  why  this  is 
written. 
Please  let  me  hear  from  you. 

Bespectfully, 

W.  P.  INGBAM. 
Hon.  E.  Whittlesey, 

Comptroller  J  Ac, 


E  No.  U. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  September  6,  1856. 

Sik:  Your  favor  of  the  5th  was  received  this  morning,  stating^ 
among  other  things,  that,  having  heard  verbally  I  had  indicated  that 
Mr.  Bennett's  order  to  pay  another  party,  viz :  Sweeny,  Bittenhouse^ 
&  Fant,  was  as  good  and  valid  as  his  (Bennett's  receipt^)  is  the  reason 
why  you  write  to  me. 

By  recurring  to  my  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  CuUom  of  the  26th 
ultimo,  you  will  perceive  I  sought  to  learn  what  was  desired  of  me  in 
the  matter  of  the  receipt  or  order  of  Mr.  Bennett  for  his  pay,  which 
writing  was  held  by  the  house  mentioned.  Your  letter  of  the  26th 
advised  me  of  the  absence  of  Mr.  Cullom,  and  that  you  had  no  knowl- 
edge of  any  correspondence  or  understanding  with  him  in  relation  to 
said  claim,  except  that  when  presented  for  payment  the  proof  was 
considered  imperfect. 

Afterwards,  and  after  I  understood  Mr.  Cullom  had  returned,  Mr. 
Bates,  from  your  office,  called  and  presented  the  same  paper  to  me^ 
and  desired  an  expression  of  my  opinion  as  to  its  sufficiency.  I  refer- 
red to  my  letter  of  the  26th,  and  expressed  my  regret  that  an  answer 
had  not  been  given  in  writing,  so  as  to  permit  me  to  give  a  distinct 
answer  to  the  point  that  had  been  raised. 

I  now  regret  my  letter  of  the  26th  has  not  been  distinctly  responded 
to  in  the  particular  mentioned,  but  wishing  to  avoid  delay  and  trouble, 
I  suppose  you  wish  to  know  whether  the  payment  of  the  amount 
found  due  to  Mr.  Bennett  on  account  of  his  per  diem  and  mileage,  aa 
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a  contestor,  on  the  receipt  or  order  referred  to^  will  be  deemed  by  the 
o£Sce  as  a  sufficient  voucner  to  pass  this  item  into  the  account  of  Mr. 
Cullom.  My  answer  is  in  the  affirmative.  You  will,  however,  notice 
that  I  give  no  opinion  in  respect  to  the  accuracy  of  the  amount  said 
to  be  found  due  to  Mr.  Bennett/ as  I  have  no  opportunity  to  ascertain 
that  fact. 

I  do  not  consider  this  payment  as  coming  within  the  spirit  or 
meaning  of  the  act  of  July  29,  1846,  vol.  9,  p.  41,  nor  of  the  act  of 
February  26,  1853,  vol.  10,  p.  170. 

When  a  salary  is  due  to  a  judge  or  other  officer,  it  is  paid  on  his 
order.  The  subject  was  considered  soon  after  the  passage  of  the  last 
mentioned  act,  and  a  circular  was  issued  expressing  the  opinion  of  the 
office  in  regard  to  the  construction  to  be  given  to  the  act.  I  have  not 
a  copy  left  to  send  to  you. 

Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

W.  P.  Ingram,  Esq., 

Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepreaentalives, 


E  No.  15. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Officej  September  10,  1856. 

Sir  :  This  will  be  accompanied  by  a  written  statement  of  the  facta 
in  the  case  of  John  B.  Holman,  deceased,  late  Secretary  of  Legation 
at  Santiago,  now  being  prosecuted  by  James  B.  Holman,  administra- 
tor of  John  B.  Holman  with  the  will  annexed,  which  I  will  thank 
you  to  file  with  the  papers  and  report  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  which 
were  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  as  appears  from 
House  document  No.  16  in  the  reports  of  said  courts.  I  deem  this  to 
be  a  necessary  precaution,  inasmuch  as  $500  will  probably  be  paid  in 
the  manner  set  forth  in  the  statement. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
Hon.  William  Cullom, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 


E  No.  16. 

Office  House  of  Representatives  U.  S., 

September  11,  1856. 

r  Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  10th  instant  has  been  received,  accompanied 
by  a  statement  relative  to  the  claim  of  the  administrator  of  Jesse  6. 
Holman,  deceased. 
I  herewith  return  the  enclosed  statement,  as  I  doubt  the  authority 
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of  this  office  to  add  to  or  take  from  the  files  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives any  paper  or  papers. 

I  would  suggest  that  the  communication  can  be  made  to  the  next 
House  of  Bepresentatives,  when  it  will  be  placed  on  the  files  of  this 
office. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  P.  INGRAM, 
Chief  Clerk  office  House  of  Repreaeniativea  U.  8.    \ 
Hon.  E.  Whittlbbey, 

Comptroller  of  the  Treasury . 


Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office^  September  10,  1856. 

In  the  matter  of  the  claim  of  James  D.  Holman,  administrator  with 
the  will  annexed  of  Jesse  6.  Holman. 

In  the  civil  and  diplomatic  act  approved  August  4,  1854,  at  page 
565,  is  a  clause  '^  for  the  payment  of  James  6.  Holmans  for  services 
rendered  as  Secretary  of  Legation  at  Santiago  in  the  discharge  of 
clerical  duties  left  unperformed  by  his  predecessor,  five  hundred  dol- 
lars." 

On  application  at  the  State  Department  it  was  ascertained  beyond 
doubt  that  Jesse  B.  Holman  was  Secretary  of  Legation  at  Santiago,  and 
performed  the  services  mentioned,  and  not  ^^  James  B.  Holmans,"  as 
erroneously  designated  in  said  clause. 

Application  having  been  made  for  said  sum  of  five  hundred  dollars 
by  the  Hon.  P.  Phillips,  as  attorney  of  James  D.  Holman,  adminis- 
trator with  the  will  annexed  of  Jesse  B.  Holman,  and  the  proof  being 
satisfactory  that  the  error  in  the  name  existed  as  mentioned,  and  that 
the  appropriation  had  not  been  drawn,  I  passed  an  account  yesterday 
reported  to  this  office  by  the  Fifth  Auditor,  finding  due  said  sum  of 
^500  to  the  said  James  D.  Holman,  administrator  with  the  will  an- 
nexed of  Jesse  B.  Holman,  and  in  my  certificate  the  facts  are  narrated 
at  length.  The  account  thus  adjusted  and  found  due  is  reported  to 
the  kSecretary  of  the  Treasury  for  payment. 

It  appears  from  a  document  of  the  House  of  Representatives  at  the 
Ist  session  of  the  34th  Congress,  (Report  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  No. 
18,)  that  application  was  made  to  said  court  by  the  said  James  D. 
Holman,  as  the  representative  of  Jesse  B.  Holman,  &c.,  for  compen- 
sation for  said  services,  amounting  as  alleged  to  $716  67  ;  that  said 
•CDurt  disallowed  said  claim  ;  and  that  the  report  thereof  made  by  said 
court  to  the  House  of  Representatives  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  16th  of  May.  1856. 

Jesse  B.  Holman  petitioned  Congress  to  pay  him  $500  for  said  ser- 
vices on  the  12th  day  of  September,  1853.  On  the  28th  day  of  July, 
1854,  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  in  the  Senate  reported  in 
the  case,  finding  due  $716  67.  On  the  4th  of  August,  1854,  the  suoi 
of  $500  was  appropriated  in  the  manner  stated  above. 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
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E  No.  17. 

Treasury  Department, 
ComptroUer'a  Office,  September  27,  1856. 

Sir  :  The  First  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  is  required  by  an  act 
No.  66,  approved  August*  1856,  to  assess  damages  in  the  case  of  Messrs. 
Carmick  and  Bamsey,  and  if  there  are  any  papers  on  file  in  regard 
to  said  claim  in  your  office,  I  will  thank  you  to  transmit  them  or 
copies  of  them  to  this  office  for  its  information  in  the  investigation 
required  by  said  act. 

Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
Hon.  William  Cullom, 

Clerk  of  the  Home  of  ReprcaentcUivea. 


E  No.  18. 

Treasury  Dbpartbcent, 
Comptroller' 8  Office,  October  2,  1856. 

Sir  :  Be  pleased  to  inform  me  whether  the  Hon.  J.  Patten  Ander- 
son, delegate  from  Washington  Territory,  is  still  in  Washington,  or 
whether  he  has  returned  to  the  Territory,  should  the  latter  be  the 
fact  to  what  place  do  you  mail  his  documents.  Early  compliance  is 
desired. 

Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Comptroller. 
William  Cullom,  Esq. 

Clerk  House  of  Bepresentativcs. 


E  No.  19. 

Clerk's  Office,  House  of  Bepresentatives,  U.  S., 

Washington,  October  3,  1856, 
Dear  Sir  :  In  answer  to  your  favor  of  2d  instant,  addressed  to 
William  Cullom,  clerk,  I  would  inform  you  that  the  Hon.  J.  Patten 
Anderson  left  directions  at  the  post  office  of  the  House  of  Bepresenta- 
tives to  have  his  letters  forwarded  to  him  at  Monticello,  Florida. 
Very  respectfully, 

W.  P.  INGBAM,  Chief  Clerk. 
Hon.  Elisha  Whittlesey. 
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E  No.  20. 

Treasury  Department, 
OomptroUer'a  Officej  October  14,  1856. 

Sir  :  At  the  29th  page  of  the  Session  Laws  of  the  Ist  session  of  the 
34th  Congress  is  an  appropriation  of  $11,595,  connected  with  recipro- 
city treaty,  including  pay  of  commissioner. 

At  page  91  is  a  proyision  to  allow  the  commissioner  $4  per  day  for 
sabsistenoe.  Mr.  G.  G.  Cushman,  the  commissioner,  claims  the  al- 
lowance anterior  to  the  commencement  of  the  present  fiscal  year,  and 
he  says  he  applied  to  Congress  for  this  allowance. 

The  accounting  officers  wish  to  avail  themselves  of  the  information 
on  which  Congress  acted,  and  they  will  thank  you  by  transmitting 
any  papers  in  your  office  in  regard  to  said  application.     If  not  hj 
petition,  but  by  resolution,  be  pleased  to  furnish  a  copy  thereof. 
Most  sincerely, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

WiLUAM  CuLLOM,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  BepreaentcUives. 


E  No.  21. 

Treasury  Department, 
ComptroUer'a  Office,  December  6,  1856. 

Sir  :  The  account  of  Messrs.  Bowne  &  Hasbrouck,  for  transferring- 
and  printing  11,520  copies  of  thirty-one  maps,  to  accompany  the 
Coast  Survey  Report  for  1855,  accompanied  by  the  certificate  of  A.  G. 
Seaman,  the  Superintendent  of  the  rublic  Printing,  having  been  ex- 
amined and  found  to  be  correct,  the  same  will  be  allowed  as  a  valid 
voucher  in  the  settlement  of  your  accounts  at  this  office,  if  paid  by 
you. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Comptroller^ 
William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Chrk  of  the  House  of  BepresentcUives. 


E  No.  22. 

Copy  of  letter  to  Hon,  George  8.  Houston. 

[Enclosed  pro  fonaa.] 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  December  29, 1856. 

Dear  Sir:  In  reply  to  your  inquiry  whether  the  Clerk  of  the  Hon 
of  Representatives  has  made  more  than  one  settlement,  I  sta^ 

H.  Rep  Com.  188 11 
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there  have  been  twenty-nine  settlements  with  him  on  different  accounts, 
covering  the  period  from  the  1st  of  December,  1855,  to  the  30th  of 
June,  1856. 

I  send  a  tabular  statement,  showing  the  time  when  the  accounts 
were  rendered,  and  when  they  were  acted  upon.  He  should  have 
rendered  other  accounts,  and  I  shall  write  him  to-day  upon  the  sub- 
ject. I  have  no  recollection  or  belief  that  I  told  Mr.  Gullom,  or  aoy 
other  person,  that  he  need  not  render  his  accounts  until  the  end  of  the 
year.  It  has  been  urged  by  Mr.  Forney,  or  his  clerk  in  his  behalf, 
and  the  same  by  or  for  him,  that  he  could  not  at  all  times  render  his 
acounts  punctually  because  the  Committee  on  Accounts  was  not  in 
session;  and  in  regard  to  such  excuses  I  have  expressed  my  regret,  bat 
that  we  must  get  along  in  the  best  manner  we  could. 

It  is  supposed  that  all  disbursing  agents  will  comply  with  the  law; 
and  in  extraordinary  cases,  as  in  the  cases  of  marshals,  who  are  in 
the  engagement  of  a  court  at  the  end  of  a  quarter,  or  the  Clerk  of  the 
House,  or  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  during  the  recess  of  Congress,  a 
strict  compliance  has  not  been  urged  from  the  difficulty  or  impossi- 
bility of  doing  it. 

I  knew  that  various  accounts  had  been  settled,  and  from  the  number 
I  was  not  aware  that  any  omission  to  comply  with  the  law  existed, 
any  further  than  it  might  be  necessary  from  the  absence  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Accounts. 

Most  respectfully, 

ELI8HA  WHITTLESEY. 

Hon.  GsoRaB  S.  Houston, 

At  Brown's  Hotel. 
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E  No,  23. 

Trbasory  Dbpartment, 
ComptroUer'a  Office,  December  29,  1866. 

It:  Your  attention  is  invited  to  the  second  section  of  an  act  a[ 
red  on  the  31st  of  January,  1823,  entitled  ^^An  act  concerning  the 
ursement  of  public  money,"  vol.  3,  page  723. 
requires  disDursing  agents,  and  officers  having  public  money  to 
urse,  to  render  their  accounts  quarter-yearly  to  the  proper  ac- 
iting  officers  of  the  treasury,  with  the  vouchers,  within  three 
ths,  at  least,  after  the  expiration  of  each  successive  quarter,  &c. 
return  of  your  accounts  include  the  30th  of  June,  so  far  as  re- 
ts have  been  made;  and  a  compliance  with  the  law  at  your  early 
renience,  so  far  as  the  lapse  of  time  permits,  is  requested. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
on.  William  Cullom, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentaiives. 


E  No.  24, 

Tkeasurt  Departmbnt, 
Comptroller's  Office,  February  14,  1867. 

Sib:  Per  report  125,846  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between  the 
ited  States  and  yourself,  for  folding  documents  for  the  House  of 
presentatives,  from  July  1  to  December  31,  1856,  and  a  balance 
ind  due  to  you  of  $4,276  93. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
Comptroller, 
William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 


E  No.  25. 

Trbasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  February  16,  1857. 

!m:  Per  the  following  reports  accounts  have  been  adjusted  between 
United  States  and  yourself,  from  the  Ist  of  July  to  the  3l8t  of 
ember,  1856,  with  the  annexed  results: 

er  report  125,847,  for  engraving  and  lithographing  for  the  House 
lepreaentatives,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  you  of  $2,737  97. 
er   report    125,848,   for   binding   documents    for  the    House  of 
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Bepresentatives,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of 
$25,878  84. 

Per  report  125,855,  for  compensation  of  pages  and  mail  bovs  in  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  you  of  |l,397. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

ELI8HA  WHITTLESEY, 
ComptrcUer. 
WiujAM  CuLLOM,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  BepreserUaliveSj 

Washington  City. 


E  No.  26. 

Treasury  Departubnt, 
ComptroUer'a  Office,  February  17,  1857. 

Sir:  Per  the  following  reports  accounts  have  been  culjusted  between 
the  United  States  and  yourself,  from  the  1st  of  July  to  31st  of  Decem- 
ber, 1856,  with  the  annexed  results : 

Per  report  125,852,  for  furniture  and  repairs  of  the  House  of  Bepre- 
sentatives, and  a  balance  found  due  to  you  of  $7,414  01. 

Per  report  125,857,  for  Statutes  at  Large  for  members  of  the  House 
of  Bepresentatives,  and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  125,858,  for  entire  compensation  to  clerks,  &c.,  of 
Kansas  investigating  committee,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the 
United  States  of  $600. 

Per  report  125,863,  for  binding  24  copies  Congressional  Globe  and 
Appendix  for  each  member  and  delegate,  first  session  of  the  34th  Con- 
gress, and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  125,864,  for  books  for  new  members  from  Virginia, 
Kentucky,  and  New  York,  and  delegate,  from  Kansas  and  Nebraska, 
and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  $1,000  71. 

Per  report  125,859,  for  fuel,  oil,  and  candles  for  the  House  of  Bep- 
resentatives, and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  $352  65. 

Per  report  125,865,  for  furniture  for  committee  rooms  in  the  south 
wing  of  the  extension  of  the  Capitol,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the 
United  States  of  $1,706  64. 

Per  report  125,866,  for  compensation  of  21  messengers  in  the  House 
of  Bepresentatives,  and  the  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  125,867^  for  24  copies  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix 
for  each  member  and  delegate,  first  session  34th  Congress,  and  said 
account  has  been  closed. 

Bespectfully,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
ComptrMer. 

William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives , 

Washington  City, 
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E  No.  27. 

Treasury  Department, 
ComptrcUer's  Offloty  February  18, 1857. 
Sir:  Per  the  following  reports  accounts  have  been  adjusted  between 
the  United  States  and  yourself,  from  Ist  July  to  31  st   December, 
1856,  with  the  annexed  results : 

Per  report  125,869,  for  Annals  of  Congress  for  library  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  125,871,  for  compensation  of  laborers  in  the  House  of 
Representatives^  and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  125,873,  lor  books  voted  for  members  of  the  33d  Con- 
gress, and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  $1  47. 

Per  report  125,885,  for  Annals  of  Congress  for  143  members  of  the 
32d  Congress,  and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  125,853,  for  horses  and  carriages  for  use  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  you  of  $417  64. 

Per  report  126,919,  for  miscellaneous  items  in  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  $261  19. 
Respectfullv,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Comptroller. 
William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives y  Washington  City. 


E  No.  28. 


Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office^  March  25,  1857. 

Sir  :  Per  the  following  reports  accounts  have  been  adjusted  between 
the  Unted  States  and  yourself  for  salaries,  from  July  1  to  December, 
31,  1856,  with  the  annexed  results  : 

Per  report  125,860,  for  salaries  of  oflBcers,  clerks,  &c.,  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of 
|693  48. 

Per  report  125,854,  for  salaries  of  clerks  on  land  maps,  clerks  of 
committees,  &c.,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  you  of  $1,167  63. 

Per  report  125,861,  for  salaries  of  clerks  to  committees  of  the  House, 
and  said  account  has  been  closed. 

Per  report  125,868,  for  salaries  of  the  Capitol  police,  and  said 
account  has  been  closed. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
OomptroUer. 

WiLLUM  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  Washington  City. 
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E  No.  29. 

Office  House  of  RBPREfeENTAXiVES  of  U.  S. 

March  26,  1857. 
Dear  Sir  :  The  requisition  sent  to  the  treasury  on  this  day  is  to 
pay  the  extra  compensation  ordered  by  the  first  session  of  the  late 
Oongress.  And  the  list  of  persons  heretofore  furnished  you  comprise 
those  alone  who  are  entitled  under  the  law,  as  no  subsequent  change 
in  my  office  could  affect  their  vested  legal  rights  to  the  same. 
I  am,  sir, 

WILLIAM  CULLOM, 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  U.  S. 
Hon.  EusHA  Whittlbsey, 

Comptroller^  dtc. 


E  No.  30. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office j  April  1,  1857. 

Sir  :  The  following  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  House  of  Bepre- 
sentaEtives : 

*'  In  the  House  of  Representatives,  March  2^  1857. 

**  Resolvedy  That  there  be  paid,  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House,  a  like  amount  of  additional  compensation  to  the  same  officers, 
clerks,  messengers,  and  other  employes  of  the  House^  and  others,  as 
was  directed  to  be  paid  at  the  first  session  of  the  present  Congress  by 
the  resolution  of  the  House  of  August  15, 1856." 

The  Hon.  Wm.  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  has 
not  made  a  requsition  upon  the  department  for  money  to  pay  those 
entitled  thereto  by  virtue  of  the  said  resolution.  Mr.  Darling,  Door- 
keeper of  the  House  of  Representatives^  has  given  four  certificates  on 
the  like  number  of  lists  of  names,  stating  that  the  several  persons 
were  employed  during  the  3d  session  of  the  34th  Congress  in  the 
capacities  he  designates,  and  that  they  are  entitled  to  the  benefit  of 
said  resolution : 

List  No.  1  contains  the  names  of  14  pages 14 

List  No.  2  contains  the  names  of  13  folders 13 

List  No.  3  contains  the  names  of  22  private  iolders 22 

List  No.  4  contains  the  names  of  3  laborers 3 

Whole  number 52 

Those  classes  of  employes  were  paid  the  usual  extra  compensation 
under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  August  15, 
1856,  and  I  see  no  objection  to  paying  them  under  the  resolution  of 
March  2,  1857. 

Mr.  F.  S.  Evans  and  Mr.  John  F.  Sharretts,  in  their  letter  addressed 
to  you  on  the  28th  ultimo,  which  was  referred  to  this  office,  say  : 
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"  We  are  informed  that  not  one  of  the  persons  named  in  the  accom- 
panying lists  has  received  a  cent  for  their  services  since  the  1st  of 
January  last  and  that,  notwithstanding  their  earnest  and  frequent 
appeals  for  relief,  which  have  been  made  to  (General  Wm.  Culiom, 
Clerk  of  the  House,  and  the  distress  and  suffering  resulting  from  his 
&iluTe  to  do  so,  he  has  failed  up  to  the  present  time  to  make  a  requi- 
fiiiion  upon  the  treasury  for  the  money  to  pay  either  the  per  diem 
accruing  since  the  first  of  January  or  the  extra  compensation  author- 
ised by  the  enclosed  resolution  to  the  persons  named  in  the  rolls 
herewith  submitted;  and  we  have  good  reason  for  believing  that  such 
requisition  will  not  be  made  by  General  Culiom  until  required  by  you 
to  do  so/' 

On  the  24th  of  January,  1857,  William  Culiom,  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Bepresentatives,  made  a  requisition  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
containing  the  following  clause : 
For    compensation   of  officers,   clerks,    messengers,  and 

others,  receiving  an  annual  salary  in  the  service  of  the 

House  of  Representatives |6,628  90 

The  requisition  for  February,  for  like  purposes,  was 6,586  70 

The  requisition  for  March  was 6,747  92 

His  accounts  not  having  reached  this  office,  I  cannot  say  whether 
Any  of  the  persons  named  in  the  four  lists  certified  by  Mr.  Darling 
were  included  m  the  requisitions  mentioned,  but  I  suppose  not. 

In  his  requisition  for  February  last  is  this  clause  : 

For  pages  and  mail  boys |1,665 

For  pages  and  mail  boys  for  March 1,600 

The  Tetter  of  Mr.  Evans  and  of  Mr.  Sharretts,  and  the  lists  referred 
to  therein,  are  returned  herewith. 
Most  respectfully,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

Hon.  HowBLL  Cobb, 

tkcretary  of  the  IVeasury, 

List  No.  1. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  following  named  persons  have  been  regu- 
larly employed  as  pa^es  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
daring  the  third  session  of  the  34th  Congress,  and  are  entitled  to  an 
"extra  compensation"  of  two  hundred  dollars,  under  the  resolution  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  March  2,  1857  : 

Duncan  France,  D.  Johnson, 

E.  Stanley  Schreiner,  E.  S.  Matthews, 

Samuel  E.  Biickner,  George  Mann, 

Joseph  C.  Lewis,  Joseph  B.  Wilde, 

George  C.  Mitchell,  W.  P.  Bell, 

R.  M.  Page,  Wm.  B.  Cushing, 

A.  Durrin,  R.  W.  Townshend. 

N.  DARLING, 
Doorkeeper  of  House  of  Representatives. 
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List  No.  2. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  following  persons  have  been  regularly 
employed  in  the  folding-room  of  the  House  of  Representatives  during 
the  3d  session  of  the  34th  Congress,  and  are  entitled  to  an  '^  extra 
compensation"  of  two  hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  (|250,)  under  the 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  March  2,  1857  : 


John  T.  Chavcey, 
W.  H.  H.  Shinn, 
Theo.  A.  Foster, 
Henry  Lee, 

Archibald  Hinshillwood, 
James  G.  Nokes^ 
A.  C.  Orr, 

N.  DARLING, 
Doorkeeper  of  Howe  of  Bepresentativea. 


M.  M.  Hitchcox, 
A.  C.  Dunham, 
R.  H.  Stewart, 
John  E.  Evans, 
A.  M.  Noyes, 
H  Benezett. 


List  No.  3. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  following  named  persons  have  been  regu- 
larly employed  as  private  folders  in  the  folding-room  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  during  the  3d  session  of  the  34tb 
Congress,  and  are  entitled  to  an  ''extra  compensation''  of  two  hun- 
dred dollars,  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives^ 
March  2,  1857. 


Franklin  Barrett, 
Thomas  S.  Burch, 
Charles  Crider, 
S.  B.  Deitz, 
John  Dement, 
John  H.  Dixon, 
James  E.  Gaither, 
F.  S.  Gaither, 
F.  0.  Hall, 
D.  C.  Hickey, 
John  Howard, 


John  G.  Kolb, 
James  Mighan, 
George  H.  Miller, 
James  Redmond, 
John  T.  Shaw, 
S.  Strachan, 
A.  H.  Thompson, 
George  P.  S.  Tucker, 
William  H.  West, 
W.  H.  H.  Wilson, 
George  H.  Noyes. 

N.  DARLING, 
Doorkeeper  of  House  of  Representaiives. 


List  No.  4. 

This  is  to  certify  that  the  following  named  persons  have  been  regu- 
larly employed  as  laborers  under  the  Doorkeeper  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  during  the  third  session  of  the 
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34th  Congress,  and  are  entitled  to  an  '^  extra  compensation"  of  two 
hundred  dollars,  nnder  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, March  2,  1857  : 

Robert  Jackson,  Henson  Brown, 

William  Smith. 

N,  DARLING, 
Doorkeeper  of  House  of  Representatives. 


E  No.  31. 

Treasury  Department, 
ComptroUer's  Office,  April  2,  1857. 
Sir:  Per  report  125,856  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between  the 
United  States  and  yourself,  to  December  31, 1856,  for  additional  com- 
pensation to  employes,  under  resolution  of  August  15,  1856. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

ELI8HA  WHITTLESEY. 
WiLUAM  CuLLOM,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives, 

Washington  City. 


E  No.  32. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office j  April  8,  1857. 

Sir:  It  is  within  your  knowledge  that  the  Hon.  William  Cullom^ 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  executed  a  power  of  attorney, 
on  the  first  day  of  this  month,  constituting  you  his  attorney  to  make 
and  sign  requisitions  on  the  treasury,  as  such  attorney,  for  him  and  in 
his  name.  Mr.  Bates,  the  messenger,  who  has  been  in  the  habit  of 
bringing  the  requisitions  of  the  said  Clerk  to  this  office,  preparatory 
to  issuing  the  warrants,  has  presented  one  this  morning  purporting 
to  have  been  signed  by  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  United  States,  which  I  am  satisfied  was  not  signed 
by  said  William  Cullom.     It  bears  date  of  this  day,  and  is — 

"  For  engraving,  electrotyping,  and  lithographing,  |20,000." 

From  the  full  l^lief  and  conviction  that  Mr.  Cullom  is  not  in  the 
city,  and  has  not  been  for  several  days,  I  cannot,  as  an  officer  of  the 
government,  bound  to  protect  it,  as  far  as  within  me  lies,  from  all 
illegal  advances  to  disbursing  officers.  I  decline  to  recommend  that 
said  advance  be  made. 

If  I  am  incorrect  in  my  conviction  that  the  signature  is  not  Mr. 
Cullom's,  I  shall  be  gratified  to  be  convinced  of  my  error. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

William  P.  Ingram,  Esq., 

Chief  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
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E  No.  33. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller' 8  Office,  April  11,  1857. 

Sir  :  The  House  of  Representatives  of  Congress  on  the  2d  of  March 
last  adopted  the  following  resolution  : 

'^  Beaolvedy  That  there  be  paid,  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  a  like  amount  of  additional  compensation 
to  the  same  officers,  clerks,  messengers,  and  other  employes  of  the 
House,  and  others^  as  was  directed  U>  be  paid  at  the  first  session  of  the 
present  Congress  by  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  August  15,  1856." 

There  are  a  class  of  persons  within  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of 
this  resolution  that  are  not  embraced  in  the  prohibitory  clause  of  the 
joint  resolution  of  the  20th  of  July,  1854,  who  ought  to  be  paid,  if 
there  is  an  appropriation  that  can  be  legitimately  used  for  that  pur- 
pose. Many  of  the  persons  composing  it  are  minors,  some  of  them 
having  widowed  mothers,  who,  to  some  extent,  depend  upon  the  ser- 
vices of  their  sons  for  support ;  and  none  of  them,  so  far  as  I  have 
any  knowledge  on  the  subject,  are  in  easy  circumstances.  Many  in- 
quiries have  been  made  by  or  on  the  part  of  those  concerned  respecting 
tne  payment  of  the  class  of  employes  referred  to,  and  it  has  been 
stated  that  some  of  the  persons  have  been  obliged  to  assign  their 
claims  at  a  discount  to  raise  money. 

Seventeen  of  the  contingent  appropriations  for  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives are  for  specific  objects  that  cannot,  as  I  conceive,  be  used 
for  any  other  than  the  designated  purposes,  except  under  the  law  re- 
gulating transfers. 

The  eighteenth  contingent  appropriation  is  as  follows  :  **  For  mis- 
cellaneous items,  |50,000." 

I  submit  for  your  consideration  two  questions  : 

First.  Can  any  part  of  that  appropriation  be  used  to  pay  the 
•employes  under  the  resolution  of  March  2,  copied  above,  who  are  not 
within  the  prohibitory  clause  of  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  1854? 

Second.  If  so,  can  the  payment  be  made  before  the  first  of  July 
next? 

The  Clerk  has  made  no  requisition  for  this  class  of  employes,  nor 
did  he  under  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  August 
15,  1856.  Under  that  resolution  he  drew  for  himself,  and  for  the  offi- 
cers within  his  class ;  and  this  year  he  has  drawn  a  requisition  for 
the  same  class  under  the  second  section  of  the  deficiency  act,  and  re- 
ceived the  money.  To  remove  the  complaint  that  existed  last  year  by 
the  folders,  pages,  and  others  of  that  class,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  having,  through  the  correspondenc )  of  this  office,  obtained  a 
list  of  the  names  of  the  persons  entitled  to  pay,  and  the  amount  due 
to  each,  he  drew  his  warrant  upon  the  treasury,  which  being  per- 
fected according  to  law,  the  money  was  drawn  from  the  treasury^  a 
draft  was  sent  to  the  Clerk,  with  a  list  of  the  names  of  the  persons  to 
be  paid  and  the  amount  due  to  each  noted. 

If  relief  can  be  legally  granted  in  this  mode,  or  in  some  other  that 
may  appear  to  you  better  adapted  to  the  occasion,  much  gratification 
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would  be  given  to  those  concerned,  and  much  anxious  solicitude  ter- 
minated. 

Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELI8HA  WHITTLESEY 
Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


E  No.  34. 

Treasury  Department, 

April  16,  1857. 

Sir  :  I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  11th  instant,  rela- 
tive to  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  the  2d  ultimo,  granting  the  same  additional  compensation 
to  the  same  officers,  clerks,  messengers,  and  other  employes  of  the 
House,  and  others,  as  was  directed  to  he  paid  at  the  first  session  of  the 
present  Congress  by  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  August  15, 1856, 
in  which  you  submit  two  questions  for  my  consideration  : 

First.  Can  any  part  of  the  appropriation  for  miscellaneous  items, 
(one  of  the  contingent  appropriations  of  the  House,)  $50,000,  appro- 
priated in  the  annual  bill  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1858,  be  used  to  ^y  the  employes  under  the  resolution  of 
March  2,  who  are  not  within  the  prohibitory  clause  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution of  July  20,  1854? 

Second.  If  so,  can  the  payment  be  made  before  the  first  of  July 
next? 

It  appears,  in  the  after  part  ot  your  communication,  that  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  has  not  as  yet  made  a  requisition  upon  the  department 
for  this  object,  and  that  he  did  not  do  so  last  year,  but  that  the  late 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  obtained,  through  your  office,  a  list  of  the 
names  of  the  persons  who  were  then  entitled  to  be  paid,  and  caused  a 
warrant  to  be  issued  in  favor  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  for  the  amount 
found  to  be  due,  and  furnished  the  Clerk  with  the  names  of  the  par- 
ties that  were  to  receive  the  same.  A  special  appropriation  was  made 
by  Congress  to  meet  this  latter  case,  and  the  late  Secretary  did  not, 
in  his  action  in  that  case,  decide  that  he  had  the  power  to  interfere 
with  a  general  contingent  fund  of  the  House  that  came  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

As  I  consider  that  I  have  no  right  to  interfere  with  the  appropria- 
tions made  for  the  ordinary  contingent  expenses  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, excepting  under  very  eoctrcunrdinary  circumstances, 
particularly  as  I  am  not  aware  what  contracts  may  be  in  existence  to 
be  satisfied  from  the  appropriations,  I  think  proper  respectfully  to 
decline  answering  the  questions  propounded  by  you  until  the  requi- 
sition is  received  from  the  Clerk  of  the  House  in  due  form. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  (he  Treasury. 

Hon.  E.  Whittlesey, 

Comptroller. 
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E  No.  35. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  April  14,  1857. 
Sir  :  Tour  letter  of  present  date,  making  a  requisition  upon  the 
treasury  for  |450,  has  been  received,  and  designating  the  payment  of 
said  sum  as  follows :  $250  being  for  the  purpose  of  paying  L.  Boss, 
clerk  to  Invalid  Pension  Committee  ;  |200  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
Henson  Brown,  laborer,  (or  scavenger.) 

As  you  request  the  amount  of  the  requisition  may  be  charged  to  the 
appropriation  in  ^'An  act  making  appropriations  for  certain  civil  ex- 
penses of  government  for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1857,"  approved 
August  18,  1856,  before  I  can  approve  the  requisition  it  is  necessary 
that  you  should  state  whether  Mr.  Boss  was  employed  as  clerk  to  said 
Invalid  Pension  Clommittee  at  the  1st  session  of  the  34th  Congress ; 
and,  also,  to  state  why  Mr.  Brown  was  not  included  in  the  list  of 
names  furnished  by  Mr.  CuUom  in  September,  1856,  and  what  ser- 
vices he  performed. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 

Comptroller. 
W.  P.  Ingram,  Esa.,  Attorney  for  Mr.  CuUomy 

Cnief  Clerk  House  of  Representatives. 


E  No.  36. 

Clerk's  Office,  House  of  Representatives,  U.  8., 

AprU  16,  1857. 
Sir  :  In  answer  to  yours  of  14th  instant,  I  would  state  that  ^'  Mr. 
Boss  was  employed  as  clerk  to  said  Invalid  Pension  Committee  at  the 
1st  session  of  the  34th  Congress." 

As  to  Mr.  Henson  Brown,  please  see  letter  herewith  enclosed  from 
Doorkeeper  House  of  Representatives. 
Very  respectfully, 

W.  P.  INGRAM, 
Chief  Clerk,  Ho.  Beps.  V.  S. 

Hon.  E.  WnrrrLESEY, 

Comptroller. 


Folding  room,  House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  16,  1857. 
Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  14th  instant  has  been  received,  and,  in  reply, 
I  x.-^uld  say  that  Mr.  Henson  Brown  has  been  employed,  ever  since  I 
havb  been  an  officer  of  the  House,  as  scavenger,  as  his  accounts  will 


AC00UNT8  OF  WILLIAM  CULLOM.  175 

«how,  and  his  name  was  inadvertently  omitted  by  my  clerk  from  the 
list  of  names  furnished  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  of 
persons  employed  by  the  Doorkeeper  who  were  entitled  to  the  benefit 
of  the  resolution  of  15th  August,  1866,  for  extra  compensation.  His 
name  certainly  should  have  been  there. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

N.  DARLING, 
Doorkeeper^  Ho.  of  Reps, 
Wu.  P.  Ingram,  Esq., 

Chief  Clerk,  House  of  BepreeenicUives. 


E  No.  37. 


Treasury  Department, 
CompiroOer's  Office,  April  20,  1857. 

Sir  :  Per  the  following  reports  accounts  have  been  adjusted  between 
the  United  States  and  yourself,  for  the  quarter  ending  Slst  March, 
1857,  with  the  annexed  results :  , 

Per  report  126,983,  for  books  voted  to  members  of  the  thirty-third* 
Congress,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  you  of  |608  53. 

Per  report  126,984,  for  fuel,  oil,  and  candles,  and  a  balance  found 
duetoyouof|l99  32. 

Per  report  126,985,  for  horses  and  mail  carriages^  and  a  balance 
found  due  the  United  States  of  $645  36. 

Per  report  126,986,  for  furniture  and  repairs,  and  a  balance  found 
duetoyouof|l,987  34. 

Per  report  126,987,  for  entire  compensation  to  the  clerks.  Sergeant- 
at-arms,  &c.,  of  the  Kansas  investigating  committee,  and  said  account 
has  been  closed. 

Per  report  126,988,  for  furniture  for  committee  rooms  in  the  south 
wing  of  the  extension  of  the  Capitol,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  you 
of  $3,063  86. 

Per  report  126,989,  for  folding  documents  for  members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  you  of  |13,892  98. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
Comptroller, 
William  CuLLOM,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Beps,,  Washington  City, 


E  No.  38. 

Treasury  Dei»artment, 
Comptroller's  Office,  April  29,  1857. 

Sir  :  Per  the  following  reports  accounts  have  been  adjusted  between 
the  United  States  and  yourself,  in  the  quarter  ending  3l8t  March, 
1857,  with  the  annexed  results  : 
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Pfer  report  127,111,  for  one  hundred  copies  of  Congressional  Globe 
and  Appendix,  and  an  amount  found  due  to  you  of  $262  50. 

Per  report  127,112,  for  binding  twenty-four  copies  of  Congressional 
Globe  and  Appendix  for  each  member  and  delegate  of  the  first  session 
of  the  thirty-fourth  Congress,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  you  of 
17,341  15. 

Per  report  127,113,  for  engraving  and  lithographing  for  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of 
120,977  15. 

Per  report  127,114,  for  additional  compensation  of  John  C.  Rives 
for  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  and  said  account  has  been 
closed. 

Per  report  127,115,  for  reporting  and  publishing  the  proceedings  of 
the  thirty-fourth  Congress,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  you  of 
15,399  08. 

Per  report  127,117,  for  compensation  of  pages  and  mail  bags,  and 
a  balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  |83. 

Per  report  127,116,  for  compensation  of  laborers  employed  in  the 
House  ot  Representatives,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  you*  of 
|2,839  12. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY, 
Comptroller. 
WlLUAM  CULLOM,  Esq., 

CJtrk  of  the  Bouse  of  Reps, ,  Washington  City. 


E  No.  39. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller' s  Office,  May  11,  1857. 

Sir  :  Per  report  127,207  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between  the 
United  States  and  yourself,  in  the  quarter  ending  31st  March,  1857, 
for  newspapers  for  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  a 
balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  |63  40. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

W.  MEDILL,  Comptroller. 
William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  Washington  City. 


E  No.  40. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  May  27,  1857. 
Sir:   Per  report  127,368  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between 
the  United  States  and  yourself,  for  additional  compensation  to  the 
employes  of  the  House  ol  Representatives,  under  the  resolution  of  the 
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House  of  the  16th  of  Aagtist^  1866^  and  ander  the  2d  section  of  the 
act  of  March  3,  1867>  **  An  act  to  supply  the  deficiencies  in  the  ap- 
propriations for  the  seryice  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  30th  June,  1857/' 
and  said  account  has  been  closed. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

W.  MEDILL,  OomptrcUer. 
WmiAM  CuLLOM,  Esq., 

Dubursing  Jgenty  Washington  City. 


E  No.  41. 

TrBASURT  DBPAaiMBNT, 

ComptroU&r's  Office,  May  29,  1857. 
Sir  :  Per  report  127,339  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between  the 
United  States  and  yourself,  for  the  quarter  ending  31st  March,  1857^ 
for  stationery  for  the  members  of  the  House  of  Bepreseutatires,  and  a 
balance  found  due  to  the  United  States  of  $3,487  32. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

W.  MEDILL,  ComptroUer. 
William  Cullom,  Esq., 

Disbursing  Agent,  Washington  City. 


E  No.  42. 

Treasury  Departmbnt, 
CwnptroOer' s  Office,  June  19,  1857. 

Sir:  Upon  reference  to  the  appropriation  made  on  the  4th  of 
August,  1854,  for  24  copies  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appen- 
dix, for  the  1st  session  33d  Congress,  for  each  member  and  delegate 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  there  remains  a  balance  of  $144 ; 
and  of  the  appropriation  made  on  the  4th  of  August,  1854,  for  re- 
porting and  publishing  2,865  columns  of  the  proceeaings  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  1st  session  33d  Congress,  there  remains  a  balance 
of  $448  03 ;  therefore,  I  have  to  ask  whether  any  debts  have  been 
incurred  that  remain  to  be  satisfied  out  of  said  balances,  or  what  cir- 
cumstances, if  any  there  be,  that  would  justify  their  being  withheld 
from  the  operation  of  the  surplus  fund  act  on  the  30th  instant. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

W.  MEDILL,  ComptroUer. 

WmjAM  CuLLOM,  Esq., 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives. 

H.  Rep.  Com.  188 12 
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E  No.  43. 

Clerk's  Office  House  of  BBPRBSBNTATtviB  of  U.  S., 

VtrfyS,  1867. 
Dear  Snt:  The  account  of  the  Sergeant-at-arms,  with  that  of  the 
andertaker,  for  harial  and  transportation  expenses  of  the  remains  of 
the  late  Hon.  S.  W.  Harris,  of  Alabama,  has  been  presented  at  this 
oflSce  for  payment,  and  if  approved  by  you,  I  am  quite  r^tdy  to  do  so, 
as  I  do  not  doubt  their  justice. 

I  am,  very  truly,  yours, 

WM.  CULLOM, 
Clerk  House  of  RepreaenkUivea  of  U.  8. 
Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Endorsed :  Respectfully  referred  to  First  Comptroller. 

G.  RODMAN, 
Tbsasubt  Department,  July  6, 1857.  Chief  Cflerk. 


E  No.  44. 

Treasury  Department, 
drnptrdOer's  Office,  July  16,  1857. 

Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  3d  instant,  addressed  to  the  Hon.  H.  Cobb, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  relation  to  the  account  for  transporting 
to  his  former  residence,  in  Alabama,  the  remains  of  the  Hon.  8. 
W.  Harris,  an  ex-member  of  Congress,  who  died  in  this  city,  has  been 
referred  to  this  office  for  answer. 

The  funeral  expenses  of  members  have  usually  been  paid  on  the 
allowance  of  the  Committee  on  Accounts  of  the  appropriate  House, 
but  I  am  not  certain  that  those  of  an  ex-member  could  oe  paid  with- 
out some  action  on  the  part  of  Congress.  It  is  probable^  moreover, 
that  no  expenditure  of  this  kind  can  now  be  made  without  expren 
authority  of  law,  since  the  Secretary  has  decided  that  the  2d  section 
of  the  act  of  March  3,  1845,  providing  '<  that  no  part  of  the  appro- 
priations which  may  be  made  for  the  contingent  expenses  of  either 
house  of  Congress  shall  be  applied  to  any  other  than  the  ordinary 
expenditures  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  respectively," 
is  still  in  full  force. 

Congress  will  no  doubt  award  to  the  memory  of  the  deceased  the 
customary  honors  due  to  so  distinguished  a  colleague. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  MEDILL, 
Comptroller. 

Hon.  Wm.  Cullom, 

Clerk  Ho\Me  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States. 
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E  No.   46. 

TRBA8URT  DbPARTMTOT, 

Comptroaer*8  Office y  July  6,  1857. 
Sir  :  Per  report  127,956  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between  the 
United  States  and  yourself,  in  the  quarter  ending  March  31, 1857,  fpr 
compensation  of  the  Capitol  police,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the 
United  States  of  |457  50. 

Per  report  127,957,  for  salaries  of  officers,  clerks,  and  others 
receiving  an  annual  salary,  and  a  balance  found  due  the  United  States 
of  fiye  cents.  By  your  account  current  this  account  is  closed.  The 
difference  of  five  cents  arises  from  error  of  calculation  in  the  salary  of 
Daniel  Waldo,  chaplain,  per  Toucher  1610,  the  amount  being  ^^ 
of  $750 — which  is  equal  to  |20  55,  and  not  to  |20  60,  as  charged. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

W.  MEDILL, 
ComptrcHleT. 
Wm.  Cullom,  Esq., 

CUrk  cfthe  House  of  RepresentcUiveay 

fFaahington  OUy. 


E  No.  46. 

Trbasurt  Dbpartmbiit, 
Comptroller' 8  Office^  August  24,  1857. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  adyise  you  that  per  report  128,432  an  account  has 
been  adjusted  between  the  United  States  and  yourself,  for  binding 
docnments  in  the  quarter  ending  31st  March,  1857,  and  a  balance 
found  due  to  you  of  |790,  agreeing  with  your  statement. 

W.  MEDILL, 
Ccmplrdller. 
Hon.  Wm.  Cullom, 

Clerk  of  ike  House  of  Representatives. 


E  No.  47. 

Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office,  September  26,  1857. 
Sir  :  Per  report  128,953  an  account  has  been  adjusted  between  the 
United  and  yourself,  for  salaries  of  officers  receiving  an  annual  salary 
in  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  a  balance  found  due  to  the  United 
States  of  five  cents. 

Per  your  account  current  there  is  no  balance ;  the  difference  is 
therefore  as  above,  five  cents,  which  is  fully  explained  by  my  letter 
to  you  of  July  6,  1857. 

W.  MEDILL, 
Comptroller. 
Wm.  Cullom,  Esq^ 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
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E  No.  48. 

Treasury  Dbpartmsnt, 
Comptroller* 8  Office^  October  30, 1851. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  advise  you,  per  report  of  the  First  Auditor,  No. 
127,996,  an  account  for  the  Ist  quarter  of  1857  has  been  adjusted  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  yourself,  for  disbursements  made  out  of 
the  appropriation  for  '^  compensation  of  clerks  on  land  maps,  clerks 
to  committees,  and  temporary  clerks,"  and  a  balance  found  due  the 
United  States  of  $1,443  41,  which  agrees  with  your  statement. 

W.  MEDILL, 

Comptroller 

Hon.  WlUJAM  CULLOM, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  BepreeentcUivee, 

E  No.  49. 

Trbasurt  Department, 
Comptroller' 8  Office^  December  18,  1867. 

Sir  :  An  account  has  been  adjusted  at  the  treasury  between  the 
United  States  and  yourself,  for  compensation  of  officers,  clerks,  and 
others,  in  the  employ  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  from  July  1  to 
November  30,  1857,  and  there  is  found  to  be  due  to  the  United  States, 
per  report  No.  129,506,  five  cents. 

Said  account  was  closed  per  your  statemeot.  This  difference  arises 
from  an  overpayment  to  the  Bev.  D.  Waldo,  chaplain,  charged  in 
your  account  for  the  1st  quarter  of  1857,  and  explained  in  my  letter 
to  you  of  July  6. 

A  note  in  your  last  account  current  calls  my  attention  to  the  act 
which  provides  for  the  payment  of  said  chaplain's  salary,  and  you 
state  that  he  ^'  was  paid  accordingly,  that  is,  $1,500,  for  the  34th  Con- 
gress." 

To  which  I  have  respectfully  to  reply,  that  the  payment  in  question 
was  not  for  the  balance  which  might  be  due  him  for  services  during 
the  34th  Congress,  but  the  voucher  specifies  a  period,  viz:  **  from  22a 
to  31st  December,  1856,"  being  jVg  of  a  year,  which,  at  the  rate  of 
$750  per  annum,  equals  |20  55,  and  not  |20  60,  as  charged  in  your 
Account. 

W.  MEDILL, 

CampircUer. 

Hon.  Wm.  Cullom, 

Laie  Clerk  of  the  House  of  RepresevUatives, 

Treasury  Department,  February  15,  1859. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  enclose  herewith,  in  compliance  with  the 
request  contained  in  your  letter  of  this  date,  a  copy  of  the  receipt  of 
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F.  Waters  for  books  ordered  to  be  distributed  under  the  act  of  March 
3, 1857. 

I  am^  very  respectfully, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  the  Trea^ry. 
Hon.  H.  Matnasd, 

Chairman  Inveatigaiing  Committee^  H.  B. 


COMMITIKB  OF  WaTS  AKD  MbANS, 

Fel>ruary  11,  1858. 

Sea :  In  order  to  enable  the  oommittee  to  arrive  at  the  sum  neoee- 
mrj  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the  seyeral  iuTostigating  committees 
appointed  by  the  authority  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  and  for 
iae  payment  of  which  an  appropriation  of  money  is  necessary,  I  am 
directed  by  this  committee  to  request  that  ^ou  will  be  pleased  to  lor- 
■iah  it  witii  an  estimate  of  the  anumnt  which  will  be  required  to  pay 
the  mileage  and  attendance  of  such  witnesses  as  have  been  summoned 
to  appear  before  the  committee  of  which  you  are  chairman,  and  of  all 
other  expenses  incident  to  the  inyestigation  which  it  has  in  charge, 
under  an  order  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatiyes. 

I  am,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  GLANCY  JONES,  Chairman. 

Hon.  HoRACB  Maynard, 

Chairman  Bpecial  OommiUee^  dec. 


Washington,  February  18, 1856. 

We,  the  undersigned,  being  personally  acquainted  with  Mr.  John 
Tretler,  know  him  to  be  a  practical  bookbinder,  in  all  the  di£ferent 
branches  of  business,  and  to  be  an  excellent  and  fiiithful  workman ; 
and  belieye,  from  the  manner  in  which  he  has  uniformly  executed  his 
work,  that  any  binding  which  may  be  committed  to  him  for  execution 
will  be  done  in  the  Inest  style  and  most  durable  manner.  He  has 
been  engaged  in  the  business  in  this  city  for  many  years  past,  and  his 
reputation  as  a  citizen  is  irreproachable,  and  tnat  any  contract  or 
agreement  he  may  make  will  be  strictly  complied  with. 

JOHN  T.  TOWERS. 

W.  W.  BEATON. 

PETER  FORCE. 
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THIBTT-FOURTH  C0NQBES8  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA, 

AT  TBI  THIBD  UBBION, 

Begun  and  hdd  ai  the  City  of  Washington,  on  Monday,  the  first  day  oj 
December,  one  thouaand  eight  hundred  and  fifty-dx. 

A  RESOLUTION  to  provide  for  the  lettlement  of  oeruin  acooonts  of  the  disburtiiig  offioen 
of  the  two  homes  of  Qoogreat. 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Howe  of  Bepresentativea  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled.  That  the  extra  com- 
pensation given  by  each  of  the  two  honses  of  Congress  in  the  year 
eighteen  hundred  and  fifly-siz  and  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and 
finy-aeven  to  itn  officers  and  employes  shall  be  paid  by  its  disborsing 
officer  oat  of  the  contingent  fund,  and  his  accounts  therefor  shall  be 
allowed  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury  Department.  Bat 
nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  repeal  the  joint 
resolution  of  twentieth  July,  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-four,  ^^  to  fix 
the  compensation  of  the  employes  in  the  legislative  department  of  the 
government,  and  to  prohibit  the  allowance  of  the  usual  extra  compen- 
sation to  such  as  receive  the  benefits  hereof;"  which  said  resolution  is 
herebv  declared  to  be  in  full  force  and  e£fect,  except  so  far  as  herein 
provided  for. 

N.  P.  BANKS,  Jr., 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives, 

J.  M    MASON, 
President  of  the  Senate  pro  tern. 


T&BA8URT  Department, 

February  11,  1858. 

Snt :  In  compliance  with  your  request  of  the  1st  instant,  made  on 
behalf  of  the  special  committee  to  investigate  the  accounts  of  William 
Cullom,  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  I  have  the  honor 
to  transmit  herewith  the  report  of  the  First  Comptroller  of  the  Trea- 
sury, together  with  copies  of  the  correspondence  of  the  late  Comptrol- 
ler of  the  Treasury  on  the  subject,  and  of  the  official  correspondence 
between  the  late  Clerk  and  the  Secretary  and  Comptroller  of  the 
Treasury. 

I  am,  very  respectfully, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Hon.  Horace  Matnard, 

Chairman  of  Special  Committee, 

House  of  Bepreseniatives. 
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'^  Officb  Housb  op  Bbprbsbntatiybs  op  U.  S.y 

'<  Washington,  November  20,  185*^. 
'^  Received  of  William  Cullom^  Clerk  of  the  House  of  RepreBentatives 
of  the  United  States,  the  following  books  which  were  ordered  to  be 
distributed  by  the  act  of  March  3, 1867,  entitled  'An  act  to  supply  de- 
ficiencies in  the  appropriations  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending 
theSOth  June,  1857.' 

''  Grales  &  Beaton's  Register  of  Debates. 

<<  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix. 

^'Pubuc  Land  Laws,  Instructions,  and  Opinions. 

''Elliott's  Debates. 

"  Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General. 

"  Finance  Reports. 

"  Gales  &  Seaton's  Annals  of  Congress. 

"  John  Adams'  Works. 

"  Jefferson's  Works. 

"  Hickey's  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

''  Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws. 

"  The  three  boxes  with  books^  as  above,  have  been  duly  received. 
"  Very  respectfully, 

"F.  WATERS. 
"  CHBsrrBRTowN,  Md.,  November  26,  1867." 

Tbbasurt  Dbpartmbnt, 
Begiater'a  Office,  February  16,  1859. 
The  foregoing  is  a  true  copy  of  the  original  on  file  in  this  offioe. 

F.  BIGGER,  Register. 
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I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  ike  Treasury. 

.  HOBAOB  MaTNARD, 

Chairman  Special  Gommiitee^ 

House  of  BepresetUaiives. 


Tbbasubt  Dbpabtbcknt,  May  26,  1858. 

I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
i  instant,  requesting  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  this  depart- 
some  time  in  July,  1857,  by  John  A.  Hunnicutt,  esq.,  in  rela- 
the  delivery  of  books  to  certain  members  of  Congress  by  William 
a.  Clerk,  &c.  In  reply,  I  enclose  herewith  a  letter,  dated  the 
August,  1857,  from  that  person,  and  of  the  tenor  aWe  men- 
f  which  is  presumed  to  be  the  one  desired. 
I  am,  very  respectfully, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

.  HORAOB  MaTNARD, 

Chairman  of  Select  Committee  on  Accounts 

of  Wm.  CvUom^  kUe  Clerk^  cfcc,  of  House  of  Bepreseniatives. 


Office  Hous£  of  Bbprbsbntativbb  Unitbd  Btatbs, 

March  16,  1858. 

:  Your  letter  of  this  day's  date  has  been  received.     I  enclose 
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Trsasurt  Dbpartmknt, 
Comj^roUer'a  Office^  February  10,  1858. 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  reference  from  the  depart- 
ment of  the  letter  of  the  first  instant  of  the  Hon.  Horace  Maynard, 
chairman  of  the  committee  '^appointed  under  the  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  of  December  18,  1857,  to  investigate  the 
conduct  and  accounts  of  William  CuUom,  the  late  Clerk/'  embodying 
therein  the  resolutions  passed  by  the  committee  on  the  morning  of 
the  date  of  said  letter  of  the  chairman,  viz : 

^^  Besdvedy  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  requested  to 
furnish  to  this  committee  a  copy  of  the  letter  addressed  to  him  by 
Hon.  E.  Whittlesey,  late  Comptroller,  giving  his  reasons  for  with- 
holdiing  his  approval  of  a  requisition  drawn  by  General  CuUom,  late 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  $50,000. 

'^  Also,  that  the  Hon.  William  Medill,  present  Comptroller  of  the 
Treasury,  be  requested  to  furnish  this  committee  with  a  copy  of  the 
said  requisition,  and  of  all  the  said  correspondence  between  the  late 
Comptroller  and  late  Clerk,  in  relation  to  the  payment  of  any  other 
requisition  drawn  by  said  Clerk,  disapproved  by  Mr.  Whittlesey,  late 
Comptroller. 

''  And,  also,  copies  of  all  the  official  correspondence  between  the  late 
Clerk  and  the  Secretary  and  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury." 

Herewith  you  will  please  find  copies  of  all  the  papers  called  for, 
with  the  exception  of  the  copy  of  the  requisition  of  $50,000,  the 
original  of  which,  it  is  believed,  was  returnra  by  the  late  Comptroller 
to  the  Clerk,  by  the  hands  of  the  messenger  of  the  latter  ;  also  an 
abstract  or  schedule  describing  minutely  and  in  order,  with  proper 
references,  the  contents  of  each  and  every  paper. 

By  reference  to  the  schedule,  I  apprehend  the  committee  will  have 
no  difficulty  in  tracing  out  and  determining  the  character  of  every 
paper  transmitted. 

The  letter  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  is  herewith  returned. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

W.  MEDILL,  CompiroUer. 

Hon.  Howell  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 


Washington,  D.  C,  August  8,  1867. 
Sib  :  I  have  just  received  your  letter  of  this  date,  requesting  me  to 
draw  up  and  make  oath  to  a  statement  in  reference  to  books  delivered 
by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  to  the  Hon.  Messrs. 
Buffinton  and  Woodru£f.  I  am  not  willing  to  say,  upon  oath  or 
otherwise,  that  Mr.  CuUom  has  not  delivered  books  to  those  or  any 
other  gentlemen.  I  only  know  what  the  two  gentlemen  told  me,  to 
which,  if  necessary^  I  am  willing  at  any  time  to  make  oath. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

JNO.  A.  HUNNICUTT. 
Hon.  Howell  Cobb. 


ACCOUNTS  OF  WILLIAM  CULLOM.  187 


TrBASUBT   DsPABTMBNTy 

ConydroUer's  Office,  March  23,  1858. 
Snt:  Per  report  No.  130,205  an  acoonnt  has  been  adjusted  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  yourself,  as  agent  for  compensation  of 
map  clerks,  clerks  to  committees,  and  temporary  clerks,  from  31st 
March,  1857,  to  the  7th  December,  1857,  and  a  balance  found  due 
from  you  to  the  United  States  of  $1,799  92. 
BespectfuUy,  yours. 


Wm.  Cullom,  Esq. 

IxUe  Clerk  House  of  BepresetUatives. 


W.  MEDILL, 

Comptroller. 


Trbasurt  Dbpabtmbnt, 
ComptroUer'a  Office,  July  16,  1858. 

Sib  :  In  reply  to  yours  of  the  10th  instant,  asking  for  a  detailed 
statement  of  ai£ference  in  the  account  of  William  Cullom,  esq.,  late 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  for  mis- 
cellaneous items,  &c. ,  adjusted  per  First  Auditor's  report.  No.  131,536, 
I  haye  to  state  as  follows : 

For  miscellaneous  items,  &c.,  from  April  1  to  December 
7,  1857 $15,657  66 

By  this  sum,  being  amount  of  vouchers  disallowed  in 
settlement  of  account  for  quarter  ending  March  31, 
1858,  and  now  allowed 450  00 

Balance  due  United  States 23,233  15 

39,340  71 

Balance  due  United  States,  as  above 23,233  15 

Balance  due  United  States,  per  Clerk's  statement 17,935  95 

Difference 5,297  20 

Which  arises  as  follows — 

By  vouchers  disallowed,  viz : 
Youchers  1586  and  1841,  paid  W.  Sanborn,  each  $25... 

1600  and  1851,  paid  T.  W.  Phipps.  each  $25 

1694,  paid  Thomas  J.  Gait 

1745,  paid  John  M.  Barclay 

1829,  paid  T.  E.  J.  Busswurm 

1865,  paid  Joseph  Gktrretson 

1973,  paid  W.  Cullom 

2095,  paid  John  Missimer 

2096,  paid  John  Bailey 

2097,  paid  W.  P.  Ingram 


$50  00 

60  00 

609  00 

250  00 

150  00 

643  35 

750  00 

250  00 

950  00 

650  00 
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Error  in  crediting  balance  due  last  settlement,  report 

130,916 $0  0! 

Voucher  2126,  paid  ^.  Burkhead 162  Bi 

2265,  paid  M.  McConnell ,  21  01 

2266,  paid  John  Carr 21  0( 

2303,  paid  Samuel  Lee 20  01 

2328,  paid  W.  F.  Corbitt 20  Oi 

2871,  paid  W.  P.  Ingram 800  0< 

Add,  also,  for  error  in  crediting  balance  due  on  last  set- 
tlement of. Zi 

Difference 5,297  2^ 


Being  payments  made  by  the  late  Clerk  in  yiolation  of  the  proTisiooj 
of  the  2d  section  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1845,  and  not  legalized  bj 
act  of  May  4,  1858,  to  supply  deficiencies,  &c. 
BespectfuUy,  yours, 

W.  MEDILL, 

C/Ofi^p^roCer. 
W.  P.  Ingram,  Esq., 

Late  Chief  Clerk  House  oj  BepreaenUUvoe% 

€f  the  Untied  Spates. 


Bleated  vouchers  at  the  treasury  in  settlement  of  William  CuUom's  oc- 

ootmfo,  ($5,311  86.) 

William  Sanborn,  for  increase  of  compensation  as  mes- 
senger in  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  months  of 
January  and  February,  1857,  $25  per  month $50  (Ml 

T.  W.  Phipps,  same  as  above 50  OC 

Thomas  J.  Gait,  compensation  as  superintendent  of  the 
folding-room  of  House  of  Representatives,  from  Janu- 
ary 1,  1852,  to  July  1,  1853,  at  $1,500  per 
annum $2,250 

Credit,  by  amount  received  on  above  account...       1,641 

609  0( 

John  M.  Barclay,  clerical  services  on  alphabetical  index 

during  the  33d  Ciongress 260  0< 

T.  E.  J.  Russwurm,  for  services  at  newspaper  desk  in 
the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
from  January  10  to  February  10,  1852... 150  0( 

Joseph  Oarretson,  services  rendered  in  the  night  time  in 
the  folding-room  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  as 
assistant  and  as  clerk,  from  March  1,  1856,  to  March 
4,  1857,  at  $45  per  month 543  3f 

William  CuUom,  for  additional  compensation  for  set< 
tling  and  adjusting  the  outstanding  bills  under  the 
book  resolution,  found  on  file  in  the  office,  which  be- 
longed to  my  predecessor 750  0< 
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John  Missimer,  services  rendered  during  the  recess  of 
the  33d  Congress,  in  folding,  bA^ging?  and  packing 
Annals  of  Congress  for  colleges^  literary  institutions, 
and  public  or  incorporated  libraries,  as  provided  by 
act  of  Congress  approved  March  3,  1861 $250  00 

John  Bailey,  for  compensation  for  additional  services  as 
clerk  in  the  office  of  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresen- 
tatives,  at  $25  per  month,  from  May  1, 1850,  to  June 
30,  1863 950  00 

W.  P.  Ingram,  for  services  as  clerk  to  Committee  on 
Aooounts  for  34th  Congress 650  00 

M.  Burkhead,  clerk  to  investigating  committee 162  50 

M.  HcConnell,  for  services  as  extra  watchman  in  the 
passage  way  leading  to  hall  of  the  House  of  Bepre- 
aentatives  of  the  United  States,  by  authority  of  Com- 
mittee on  Accounts,  from  February  26  to  March  3,  at 
|3  per  day 21  00 

John  Oarr,  same  as  above *. 21  00 

Sannel  Lee,  for  additional  compensation  for  services  in 
House  post  office  prior  to  the  organization  of  the  House 
of  the  1st  session  of  the  34th  Congress 20  00 

W.F.  Corbitt,  same  as  above 20  00 

'W.  P.  Ingram,  for  disbursing  contingent  fund  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  34th 
Congress,  in  part 800  00 

Book  account 16  00 


5,311  85 


The  Comptroller  says:  ''Being  payments  made  by  the  late  Clerk 
in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  2d  section  of  the  act  of  March  3, 
1845,  and  not  being  legalized  by  act  of  May  4,  1858,  to  supply  de- 
ficiencies," &c. 


House  op  Bbprbsentatives, 

December  24,  1856. 

Sir  :  I  understand  that  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives 

^Utinues  to  state  that  he  has  made  but  one  settlement  with  you,  and 

^fUt  was  at  the  end  of  the  first  quarter  of  his  service,  and  at  that 

^itne  you  requested  that  he  should  not  ask  settlements  in  your  office 

^cept  at  the  end  of  each  year.     I  understood  you  diflferently  in  our 

*^«t  interview,  and  now  desire  your  statement  in  writing,  that  I  may 

^^Be  it  in  the  debate  which  is  to  come  up  upon  the  bill  of  the  Ways 

^tid  Means  Committee. 

What  settlements  (if  more  than  one)  have  you  made  with  him  ;  up 
^  what  period  ;  why  have  you  not  required  him  to  settle  at  the  end 
^f  each  quarter  or  morUhf  as  it  is  alleged  you  did  with  Col.  Forney  ? 
Yours,  &c., 

GEO.  S.  HOUSTON 
Hon.  E.  Whittlb?by, 

Treasury  Department^  D,  C. 
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No.  126,864. 

Trbasurt  Depabtment, 
Firai  Auditor's  Office,  January  27,  1867. 

I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  examined  and  adjusted  an  accou 
between  the  United  States  and  William  Cnllom,  Olerk  of  the  Hoi 
of  Representatives,  for  salaries  of  clerks  on  land  maps,  &c.,  cler 
to  committees,  &c.,  and  find  him  entitled  to  credit — 
By  amount  of  disbursements  from  July  1  to  December 

31,  1856 $10,667 

I  also  find  him  chargeable — 

To  warrants  on  the  treasurer,  for  part  No.  6874,  dated 

August  25,  1856 $4,600  ( 

For  part  No.  7059,  datM  September  26,  1856 6,000  I 

Balance  due  the  Clerk '. 1,167  < 

10,667  < 


As  ap|)ears  from  the  statement  and  vouchers  herewith  transmit! 
for  the  decision  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  thereon. 
$1,167  63.  T.  L.  SMITH, 

First  Auditor. 
The  First  Comptboller  op  thb  Trsasubt. 

Coicptbollbr's  Offici. 
I  admit  and  certify  the  above  balance  this  25th  day  of  March,  181 

E,  WHITTLESEY, 

OomplroUer, 
The  Registeb  of  thb  Tbbasurt. 
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s. 

Abstra/d  of  vouchers  for  disbursetnents  by  William  CvUom^  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Repreaentaiivea  (f  the  United  States,  on  account  of  the  con- 
tingent expenses  of  the.  House  of  Bepresentaiives^  for  compensation  of 
clerks  on  land  maps,  clerks  to  committees,  and  temporary  clerks,  from 
the  1st  day  of  July  to  the  31st  of  December,  1856,  indtmve. 


No. 


784 

785 

796 

836 

867 

886 

931 

964 

966 

1013 

1052 

1086 

1108 

1118 

1286 

1235 

1239 

I2i2 

1251 

1274 

1297 

1303 

1306 

1306 

1366 

1366 

1373 

1374 

1375 

1377 

1378 

1382 

1447 

1449 

1460 

1468 


To  whom  paid. 


Robert  Beer 

B.  B.  Edwardi 

£.  M.  Cnimpton  ... 

Q.   M.  Wetton 

W.R.Mehaiiy 

J.  Bailey 

W.G.  King 

S.  S.  SUnton 

ILW.  Cloikey 

Map  clerks*  pay-roll 

A.  R.  Parker 

W.  D.  Waihbam... 

J.Bailey 

N.  Sargeot 

M  D.  C.  Williami.. 
J  BiOley 

C.  F.  Hurlburt 

R.  PreDtioe 

C.  P.  Wallach 

M.  D.  C.  WiUiami.. 

J.Bailey 

Map  clerka'  pay-roll 

A.  R.  Parker 

Same 

J.  Bailey 

J.  J.  Burnett 

J.  C.  Greenleaie  ... 
Map  clerka'  pay-roll 

A.  R.  Parker 

William  Bailey 

J.  N.  Gordon 

S.S.  Stanton 

J.Bailey 

Blap  olerki'  pay-roll 

A.  R.  Parker 

S.  S.  Stanton 


Amount. 


192  00 
9S0O 
92  00 
92  00 
84  00 
150  00 
98  00 
300  00 
56  63 

2,100  00 
306  3S 
249  46 
150  00 
140  00 
14165 
150  00 
150  00 
160  00 
150  00 
58  69 
150  00 

1,200  00 
154  18 
154  1» 
150  00 
150  00 
150  00 

1,200  00 
154  16 
150  00 
150  00 
450  00 
150  00 

1.200  00 
154  18 
150  00 

10,667  63 


We  acknowledge  to  have  received  from  the  Hon.  William  CnUooi.  -9 
Plerk  of  tlie  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  the  suul  ^ 
set  opposite  our  names,  respectively,  for  compensation  as  clerks  en^*- 
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in  the  service  of  the  House  under  resolution  of  May  4,  I8489 
month  of  Octoher,  1856. 


rentioe.... 
aUch.... 
rlbart ... 

rdon 

WiilUou 

-nett 

woleaae.. 
BaOej  .... 


•160 

R.PreDtioe. 

150 

C.  P.  WaUach. 

150 

Cha'i  F.  Harlburt. 

150 

J.  N.  Gordon. 

150 

M.  De  C.  WilUaQui. 

150 

J.  J.  Baraett. 

150 

J.  C.  Greenleaae. 

150 

Wm.  Bailej. 

fe  of  Representatives  of  the.  United  States  to  J.  J.  Burnett,  Dr. 

clerical  seryices  for  the  month  of  Septemher,  1856,  under  reso- 
of  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  May  4, 
me  hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  ($150.) 

iinber  29, 1856,  received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House 
resentatives  of  the  United  States,  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars, 
of  the  above  account. 

J.  J.  BURNETT. 

:  of  Represeniatives  of  the  United  States  to  J.  C.  Oreenlease^  Dr. 

clerical  services  for  the  month  of  September,  1856,  under  the 
ion  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
1848,  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  ($150.) 

nnber  29, 1856,  received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House 
resentatives  of  the  United  States,  one  hundred  and  fifty  (dollars, 
of  the  above  account. 

J.  C.  GREENLEASE. 

icknowledge  to  have  received  from  Hon.  William  Cullom,  Clerk 
House  of  Represenlatives  of  the  United  States,  the  sums  set 
e  our  names,  respectively,  for  compensation  as  clerks  employed 
lervice  of  the  House  under  resolution  of  May  4,  1848,  for  the 
of  November,  1856. 


Ooraoo..***! 
PreoUce  .... 

WaUaeh 

Harlbart .... 

Buriiett 

Oroenleue.., 
\m  Bailej  .... 
)  C.  WiUiamf 


J.  N.  Gordon. 
Rofui  Prentice. 
C.  P.  Wallach. 
Cha'i  F.  Hvrlbart. 
J.  J.  Bamett. 
J.  C.  Greenlease. 
Wm.  Bafley. 
M.  De  C.  Wmiami. 
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House  of  Bepi^esentatives  of  the  United  States  to  William  Bailey,  Dr. 

^  For  clerical  services  for  month  of  September,  1856,  under  resolutioi 
of  House  of  Representatives  of  May  4,  1848,  one  hundred  and  fiA} 
dollars,  ($150.) 

November  29, 1856,  received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  one  hundred  and  fifty  dollars, 
in  fall  of  the  above  account. 

WM.  BAILEY. 

House  of  Bepresentatives  (^  the  United  States  to  S.  S,  Stomion,  Dr. 

For  services  for  the  months  of  September,  October,  and  November, 
as  temporary  clerk  in  office  of  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
ibur  hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  ($450.) 

December  1,  1856,  received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  ot  the  United  States,  four  hundred  and  fifty  dollars, 
in  full  of  the  above  account. 

S.  S.  STANTON.  • 

Treasury  Department, 
Begister's  Office,  MarcJi  11,  1858. 

I  certify  the  foregoing  to  be  true  copies  of  original  papers  on  file  ii 
.  this  office. 

F.  BIGGER, 

Begister. 


Treasury  Department, 
CamptroUer's  Office,  March  11,  1858. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  request  .to  furnish  the  informatior 
called  for  in  the  letter  of  the  Hon.  Horace  Maynard,  chairman  of  th 
select  committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  investigate  th( 
accounts  and  conduct  of  William  Cullom,  late  Clerk  of  the  House,  o 
date  the  8th  March,  I  have  the  honor  to  enclose  herewith  the  following 
papers : 

1st.  Copy  of  Comptroller's  decision  of  October  8,  1852,  in  referent 
to  the  construction  of  the  second  section  of  the  act  of  August  31, 1852 
marked  A. 

2d.  Copy  of  report  of  First  Auditor,  No.  125,854,  together  witl 
the  account  of  William  Cullom,  and  the  receipts  of  S.  8.  Stanton,  J 
J.  Burnett,  J.  C.  Greenlease,  and  William  Bailey,  marked  B. 

3d.  Copy  of  account  of  William  Cullom,  now  in  the  office  of  tb( 
First  Auditor  for  settlement,  in  which  he  charges  himself  with  tU 
sum  of  $1,800,  as  the  amount  withheld  by  him  ^' from  William  Bailej, 
J.  C.  Greenlease,  J.  J.  Burnett,  and  S.  S.  Stanton,  on  vouchers  re- 
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turned  to  the  treaaurr  on  the  last  quarter  of  the  year  ISSG,  $450  each, 
by  reaaon  of  non-performanoe  of  service/'  marked  C. 

4th.  Copy  of  letter  of  Hon.  George  S.  Houston,  dated  th^  24th 
December,  1856,  marked  D. 

The  books  of  this  office  afford  no  evidence  of  Mr.  CuUom's  having 
lefonded  any  money  into  the  treasury  at  any  time,  or  on  any  account. 
The  letter  of  Hon.  H.  Maynard  is  returned. 
Bc^pectfully,  yours, 


Hod.  Howbll  Cobb, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 


W.  MEDILL,  Comptroller. 


Washington,  March  2,  1855. 

The  Clerk  of  the  House  will  please  deliver  to  John  C.  Bives  the 
Coogresaional  Globe  and  Appendix  from  the  23d  to  the  30th  CongresSi 
indusive,  making  20  volumes,  and  charge  them  to  me  as  a  deduction 
from  my  set. 

Z.  KIDWELL. 

January  11,  1851. 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  will  deliver  to  John  C.  Bives 
ny  set  Congressional  Gflobe  and  Appendix,  20  volumes,  which  I  am 
entitled  to  as  a  member  of  the  House,  to  supply  a  set  I  obtained  from 
Urn  last  winter. 

V.  E.  HOWARD. 

Washington  City,  January  2,  1851. 

8iB :  You  will  please  deliver  to  John  C.  Rives  the  Congressional 
Olobe  and  Appendix,  the  Attorneys  General  Opinions,  and  the  Finance 
lieporte,  to  which  I  am  entitled  as  a  member  of  the  31st  Congress, 
4oa  oblige, 

W.  SPRAGUE. 

Whbelino,  Va.,  February  7,  1853. 

Dear  Sir  :  To-day  I  gave  John  C.  Bives,  esq.,  an  order  on  you  for  the 
Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix  of  last  winter.  The  understanding 
that  my  printine  and  document  account  with  him  was  to  be  taken  out 
of  this  fund,  and  I  supposed  he  had  retained  them  for  this  purpose,  as 
he  should  have  done.  It  may  be  that  Mr.  Clemens  and  myself  are 
entitled  to  copies  each,  as  the  law  is  for  each  member  and  delegate. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

^  GEO.  W.  THOMPSON. 

John  W.  Fornky,  Esq  7 

Clerk  Home  of  Bq^esentativea. 
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Office  House  of  Beprbsentativbb  XJ.  S., 

March  15^  1858. 
I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  are  true  copies  of  the  original 
orders  now  on  file  in  this  office. 
Attest : 

J.  C.  ALLEN, 
Clerk  House  of  Represeniativea  U.  S, 


Treasurt  DEPARTBfBNT,  Utarch  16,  1858. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  the  request  of  the  select  committee  upon 
the  accounts  of  William  Cullom,  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Kepre- 
sentatives,  I  transmit  herewith  the  report  of  the  First  Comptroller  of 
the  Treasury,  with  the  following  papers,  which  accompanied  the 
same : 

1st.  Copy  of  the  decision  of  the  Comptroller  of  October  8,  1852,  in 
reference  to  the  construction  of  the  second  section  of  the  act  of  August 
31,  1852. 

2d.  Copy  of  report  of  First  Auditor,  No.  125,854,  together  with  the 
account  of  William  Cullom,  and  the  receipts  of  S.  S.  Stanton,  J.  J. 
Burnett,  J.  C.  Greenlease,  and  William  Bailey. 

3d.  Copy  of  the  account  of  William  Cullom,  now  in  the  office  of 
the  First  Auditor  for  settlement,  in  which  he  charges  himself  with  the 
sum  of  |l,800,  as  the  amount  withheld  by  him  from  '^  William  Bailey^ 
J.  C.  Greenlease,  J.  J.  Burnett,  and  S.  S.  Stanton,  on  vouchers  re- 
turned to  the  treasury  on  the  last  quarter  of  the  year  1856,  $450  each, 
by  reason  of  non-performance  of  service." 

4th.  Copy  of  a  letter  of  Hon.  George  S.  Houston,  dated  the  24th 
December,  1856. 

With  regard  to  that  portion  of  your  letter  touching  the  refunding 
of  any  money  into  the  treasury  by  Mr.  Cullom,  I  have  to  say  that, 
by  the  report  of  the  First  Comptroller,  it  appears  that  there  is  no 
evidence  m  his  office  of  the  refunding  of  any  money  into  the  treasary 
by  Mr.  Cullom,  and  this  department  has  no  information  on  the  sub- 
ject other  than  is  contained  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Cullom  of  the  16th, 
and  that  of  this  department  of  the  18th  February  last,  herewith  trans- 
mitted. 

I  am,  very  respectfully, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  the  Treaeury. 

Hon.  Horace  Maynard, 

Chairman  Sdect  Cammitlee^  <tc.  dc.^  H,  B. 


Washington  (^,  February  16,  1858. 

On  the  first  day  of  December  last  I  issued  my  requisition  upon  the 
treasury  for  the  catalogue  price  of  eight  sets  of  bookf.  On  the  7th 
day  of  December,  1857,  I  received  a  warrant  from  the  treasury  for 
five  thousand  one  hundred  and  seventy-six  dollars,  the  cost  price  of 
said  eight  sets  of  books.     I  had  previously  given  an  order  to  Messrs. 
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ftjlor  &  Maurjy  booksellers  of  this  city,  authorizing  them  to  purchase 
id  deliyer,  for  the  use  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  all  hooks 
iqiiired  under  the  resolution  of  said  House  of  July  7,  1856,  and  the 
:t  of  March  3,  1867,  in  accordance  with  which  they  have  delivered  at 
16  office  of  the  House,  as  I  am  informed,  more  than  three  thousand 
oUars  worth  of  said  books,  and  have  purchased  under  said  authority, 
nd  bave  ready  for  delivery,  several  thousand  dollars  worth  more, 
erhaps  all  that  will  be  required  to  comply  with  the  law,  and  as 
ud  warrant  was  placed  in  my  hands,  which  I  still  hold  for  the 
pecific  purpose  of  paying  for  said  books,  I  respectfully  ask  your  advice 
tow  I  shiJl  discharge  my  duty  in  the  premises,  and  insure  the  observ- 
iDce  of  good  faith  towards  the  parties  who  have  thus  incurred  a  heavy 
iQtlay  of  their  means. 

As  I  stand  charged  at  the  treasury  with  the  above  amount,  I  await 
our  instructions  in  the  matter. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  CULLOM. 

Hon.  HowBLL  Cobb, 

Secretary  ^fihe  Treasury. 


Treasuby  Department,  February  18, 1858. 

Sib  :  I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  16th  instant,  in  which  you 
tate  that  you  hold  a  treasury  draft  for  $5,176,  which  you  received  for 
he  catalogue  price  of  eight  sets  of  books,  which  was  issued  to  you  on 
our  requisition  of  December  1,  1857,  for  books  under  the  resolution 
f  the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7,  1856,  and  act  of  Congress 
f  March  3,  1857,  and  requesting  my  advice  as  to  how  you  are  to  dis- 
barge  jour  duties  in  the  premises;  as  this  is  a  matter  under  the  law 
rhich  does  not  immediately  come  under  my  control,  but  more  properly 
ppertains  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  I  respectfully  suggest  to 
ou  whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  take  action  on  this  subject 
hrough  the  proper  channel  in  the  House. 

This  department,  however,  is  ready  to  receive  your  accounts  under 
he  said  act  of  Congress,  as  laid  down  in  the  instructions  in  my 
Btter  of  the  13th  June,  1857,  addressed  to  the  First  Comptroller,  a 
opy  of  which  was  transmitted  to  you  by  him  on  the  16th  of  June  fol- 
owing ;  and  upon  the  adjustmentthereof  by  the  accounting  oflScers  of 
he  treasury,  if  a  balance  should  be  found  due  to  the  United  States, 
he  amount  can  be  repaid  into  the  treasury  by  the  draft  you  hold,  and 
f  it  should  exceed  the  amount  of  your  indebtedness  the  remainder  can 
36  placed  to  the  credit  of  any  of  your  accounts  that  you  may  choose 
to  designate. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

HOWELL  COBB, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
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To  the  Hon.  William  CuUom^  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresenlaiivet: 

The  undersigned,  personal  friends  of  William  H.  Minniz,  esq.^ 
have  known  him  long,  and  take  pleasure  in  stating  that  in  all  his  in- 
tercourse with  the  members  and  officers  of  the  House  he  has  ia  his 
official  intercourse  been  found  polite,  prompt  and  impartial,  possessiog 
the  strictest  integrity  in  all  the  relations  of  life.  Hoping  you  may 
find  it  compatible  with  your  duty  and  inclination  to  retain  him  in  hii 
present  position. 

We  are,  very  truly,  your  obedient  servants, 

L.  M,  Cox,  M.  W.  Delahay, 

A.  K.  Marshall,  Guy  R.  Pfetton, 
J.  Morrison  Harris,                          James  Bishop, 
Henry  M.  Fuller,  Rufus  H.  King, 
F.  K.  ZoUicoffer,                             D.  F.  Robison, 
Lewis  D.  Campbell,                         M.  H.  Nichols, 
J.  D.  Clawson,                                 R.  C.  Puryear, 
Jno.  8.  Carlile,                               KilH^  Miller, 
Jacob  Broom,                                    Robt.  T.  Paine, 
W.  L.  Underwood,  J.  B.  Ricaud, 

D.  8.  Walbridge,  Wm.  Millward, 
C.  K.  Watson,  Jno.  D.  Campbell, 
Sam.  Brenton,  A.  C.  W.  Pennington, 
Will.  Cumback,  G.  Porter, 

B.  F.  Leiter,  Wm.  W.  Valk, 
J.  H.  Houghton,  Galusha  A.  Grow, 
L.  M.  Kennett,  E.  M.  Etheridge, 
Robert  Trippe,  H.  W.  Hoffman, 
Percy  Walker,  Timothy  Davis, 

E.  G.  Reade,  E.  D.  Cullen,  of  Delaware 


Treasury  Department, 
Comptroller's  Office^  October  8,  1852. 

In  the  matter  of  the  construction  of  the  second  section  of  the  civil 
and  diplomatic  appropriation  act,  approved  August  31, 1852^  allowing 
the  clerks,  messengers,  watchmen^  and  laborers  employed  in  the  execn- 
tive  and  legislative  departments  of  the  government  in  the  city  of  Wash' 
ington  an  increased  compensation  in  certain  V^ases : 

Letters  have  been  received  from  Mr.  Hein,  disbursing  agent  of  the 
Coast  Survey,  from  Mr.  Easby,  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings,  anc 
from  Mr.  Bradly,  postmaster  of  the  city  of  Washington,  and  froir 
several  others,  all  making  inquiries  whether  the  act  does  or  does  no 
extend  to  certain  classes  of  persons.  Opinions  have  been  given  here- 
tofore in  answer  to  certain  inquiries  made  by  John  Wilson,  esq. 
while  Acting  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  OflBce,  and  in  answer 
to  inquiries  made  by  Mr.  Zantzinger,  disbursing  agent  of  the  Stat" 
Department ;  but  I  am  now  called  upon  to  give  the  section  in  questioi 
a  broader  and  more  extensive  and  general  application,  and  hence  i 
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becomes  necessary  to  determine  and  define  the  meaning  of  the  terms 
and  general  words  used  in  the  section,  and  to  apply  them,  not  only  to 
a  great  number  of  cases,  but  to  a  number  of  distinct  and  different 
claeses  of  cases. 

The  word  ^'  clerk''  (as  used  in  the  section)  has  been  held  to  include 
persons  who  are  called  ^'packers"  and  'draughtsmen"  in  a  more 
minute  subdivision  of  offices  and  designation  of  their  duties;  but  what 
is  the  true  meaning  of  the  terms  and  words  ''in  the  executive  and 
legislative  departments  of  the  government?" 

Scientific  writers  on  the  subject  of  government  usually  treat  of  its 
powers  in  three  divisions,  legislative,  executive,  and  judicial,  and  in 
tkis  general  and  philosophical  sense  all  the  powers  of  government  are 
often  treated  as  divided  into  and  included  in  three  departments ;  all 
tiie  executive  and  administrative  powers  being  included  in  one  de- 
fartment,  known  in  common  parlance  as  the  executive  department 
nerely,  as  contra-distinguished   from  the  legislative   and  judidal 
branches  of  the  government.     But  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the 
United  States  use  these  words  in  a  more  limited  sense.     No  such 
terms  as   "legislative  department"  or  "judicial  department"  are 
used  in  the  Constitution,  nor  are  the  terms  "executive  departmisnt'^ 
ever  used  in  the  singular  number  ;  on  the  contrary,  the  second  section 
of  the  second  article  recognizes  the  division  of  the  chief  executive 
power  between  the  President  and  several  officers  to  be  provided  for  by 
Congress,  and  designated  in  the  first  clause  of  the  section  as  the  pritir 
cipid  officer  in  ecLch  of  the  executive  departmenfSj  and  designated  in  the 
second  clause  as  "  the  heads  of  departments."    The  President  "  may 
require  the  opinion  in  writing  of  tlie  principal  officer  in  each  of  the  ex^ 
tcuUve  departments^'*  and  Congress  "  may  by  law  vest  the  appoint* 
ment  of  such  inferior  officers  as  they  may  think  proper  in  the  Presi- 
dent alone,  in  the  courts  of  law,  or  in  the  heads  of  departments." 

The  act  to  establish  the  State  Department,  approved  July  27, 1789| 
declares  that  there  shall  be  an  executive  department,  to  be  denomina- 
ted the  Department  of  Foreign  Affairs^  and  that  there  shall  be  a  prin- 
cipal officer  therein,  to  be  called  the  Secret(iry  for  the  Department  of 
Foreign^  Affaire, 

The  act  to  establish  the  War  Department,  approved  August  7, 1789, 
provides  that  there  shall  be  an  executive  department  to  be  denominated 
the  Department  of  War, 

The  act  to  establish  the  Treasury  Department,  approved  Septem- 
ber 2,  1789,  provides  that  there  shall  be  a  Department  of  Treasury ^ 
in  which  shall  be  the  following  officers,  namely :  a  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  to  be  deemed  head  of  the  department,  &c. 

Similar  offices  existed  under  the  confederation  and  prior  to  the 
adoption  of  the  Constitution,  including,  also,  a  Secretary  of  Marine 
and  a  Postmaster  General. 

The  departments,  including  the  office  of  Attorney  General,  have 
been  increased  to  seven.  These  seven  departments  established  by 
Congress  comprise  the  executive  departments  of  the  government  re* 
ferr^  to  in  the  second  section  of  the  appropriation  act  under  consid- 
eration ;  and  in  this  view  of  the  subject  the  office  of  the  President  is 
not  included,  nor  are  any  of  the  persons  included  who  are  employed 
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in  offices  or  situations  under  the  immediate  direction  of  the  President, 
or  in  or  about  the  presidential  mansion  ;  nor  are  any  officers  or  per- 
sons included  whose  duties  are  not  performed  in  one  of  those  depart- 
ments, or  immediately  connected  with  the  legislative  branch  of  Ihe 
government. 

Each  of  the  departments,  except  the  Interior  and  the  office  of  At- 
torney General,  has  a  building  erected  for  offices  for  the  head  of  the 
department,  and  for  the  bureau  officers,  clerks,  messengers,  and  other 
persons,  employed  in  such  department.  These  buildings  are  known 
as  executive  buildings,  as  the  places  in  which  the  several  executive 
departments  of  the  government  are  located.  To  be  employed  in  m 
executive  department  has  a  legal  and  definite  meaning  that  the  per- 
son is  employed  in  one  of  these  executive  buildings,  in  which  one  d 
the  heads  of  department  keeps  his  office  ;  or  that  he  is  employed  aboat 
executive  duties  of  such  a  general  (not  local)  character  that  he  wonlc 
perform  his  duties  in  such  building,  if  the  same  were  sufficient!} 
large  and  commodious  to  accommodate  all  the  persons  necessary  to 
do  the  business  which  the  law  contemplates  shall  be  done  in  the 
department.  For  want  of  room  in  the  executive  buildings  erected 
by  the  government  a  building  has  been  rented  for  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  and  the  Winder  building  has  been  rented  for  the  use  of 
several  bureaus  of  the  Navy,  War,  Treasury,  and  Interior  Depart- 
ments ;  I  see  no  reason  to  doubt  that  all  the  persons  employed  in  the 
bureaus  in  the  Winder  building,  as  well  as  in  the  building  temporarily 
occupied  by  the  Interior  Department,  are  employed  in  the  executive 
departments,  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute ;  but  the  question 
then  arises  as  to  the  Census  Office  or  bureau,  the  Coast  Survey,  the 
Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds,  the  city  post  office, 
the  penitentiary,  and  arsenal,  and  the  navy  yard.  Are  they  or  any 
of  tnem  employed  in  the  executive  departments  ?  The  5th  section  of 
the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service  declares  that  the 
per  centage  allowed  to  clerks  in  the  departments  shall  be  allowed  to 
the  clerks  employed  at  the  navy  yard  and  marine  barracks,  in  the 
city  of  Washington.  The  allowance  is  thus  extended  to  those  clerks, 
whether  they  are  or  are  not  included  in  the  act  as  clerks  in  executive 
departments. 

In  order  to  determine  what  is  meant  by  the  words  employed  in  ihe 
executive  departments  at  Waahingtonj  it  is  necessary  to  look  to  the 
duties  of  each  class  of  persons. 

All  the  custom-house  officers ;  all  the  local  post  masters ;  all  the 
persons  engaged  in  the  survey  and  sale  of  public  lands;  all  the  Indian 
agents  ;  all  the  foreign  ministers  and  consuls  ;  all  the  military  and 
naval  officers,  soldiers,  marines,  and  persons  employed  in  the  military 
and  naval  service,  and  in  navy  yards,  erecting  forts^  piers,  light- 
houses ;  the  extension  of  the  Capitol,  Patent  Office,  and  other  public 
buildings,  are  subject  to  the  superintending  agency  and  direction  of 
the  heads  of  departments  ;  but  it  would  seem  to  me  to  be  a  very  great 
abuse  of  language  to  say  they  are  employed  in  the  departments. 
They  are  employed  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  government,  but 
not  in  the  executive  departments.  What  are  the  powers  exercised  by 
the  heads  of  the  executive  departments,  and  the  duties  performed  in 
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them?  On  analyzing  the  powers  and  daties  of  the  executive  branch  of 
the  government,  it  will  be  found  that  those  exercised  by  heads  of 
departments  and  heads  of  bureaus  consist — 

Ist.  Of  a  general  superintendence  and  direction  of  the  execution  of 
the  laws  within  their  respective  departments. 

2d.  A  general  management  of  the  finance  and  the  superintendence 
and  direction  of  the  collection  and  disbursement  of  the  revenue  of  the 
government ;    and 

3d.  The  final  settlement  of  all  the  accounts^  disbursements,  and 
expenditures  of  the  government. 

The  President  has  a  general  superintendence  over  all  the  executive 
departments,  is  bound  to  see  that  the  laws  are  faithfully  executed, 
and  holds  substantially  the  same  relations  to  the  heads  of  departments 
that  the  heads  of  departments  hold  to  the  heads  of  bureaus. 

The  President,  heads  of  departments,  and  heads  of  bureaus,  are 
bound  to  see  that  the  laws  are  faithfully  executed  within  their  respec- 
tive spheres  of  duty ;  but  they  do  not  execute  the  laws  in  person. 
Their  duties  are  of  a  superintending  and  directing  character ;  the 
direct  execution  of  the  laws  being  intrusted  to  local  and  inferior 
officers,  who  are  subject  to  their  direction.  The  laws  regulating  com- 
merce and  navigation  and  providing  for  the  collection  of  duties  on 
imports  are  executed  by  the  collectors  of  the  customs  and  other  local 
officers  under  the  superintendence  and  direction  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  and  the  Commissioner  of  Customs.  The  laws  regulating 
the  sorvey  and  sale  of  the  public  lands  are  executed  by  surveyors, 
receivers,  and  registers  of  tne  land  offices,  all  of  whom  are  local 
officers  under  the  general  superintendence  of  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior.  The  laws 
orovidinff  for  taking  the  seventh  census  have  been  executed  mostly  by 
the  marshals  and  their  deputies,  under  the  superintendence  and  direc- 
tion of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Census  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior.  The  Census  Office  is  as  substantially  a  bureau  of  the  Interior 
Department  as  the  General  Land  Office  is. 

The  word  bureau  is  the  term  or  name  generally  used  in  common 
parlance,  though  not  often  used  in  the  organic  acts.  The  act  to  es- 
tablish the  Treasury  Department  provides  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Comptroller,  Auditor,  Treasurer,  and  Register,  but  does  not  designate 
them  as  heads  of  bureaus,  nor  is  the  word  bureau  used  in  the  act. 

A  provision  was  inserted  in  the  general  appropriation  bill  of  March 
3,  1843,  for  the  re-organization  of  the  plan  of  surveying  the  coast  of 
the  United  States  by  means  of  a  board  of  officers,  who  were  to  digest 
and  report  a  plan,  to  be  adopted  by  the  President,  and  when  so  adopted 
the  same  was  to  be  carried  into  effect  as  a  law  of  the  land.  A  plan 
was  accordingly  reported  by  a  board  of  officers,  which  was  adopted 
and  carried  into  effect  by  the  President  of  the  United  States.  The 
plan  adopted  put  the  whole  work  under  the  general  superintendence 
and  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaeury  as  completely  as  the 
Land  Office,  the  Indian  bureau,  or  the  Census  Office  are  subject  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  even  more  so,  for  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  not  only  appoints  the  Superintendent  of  the  Coast  Survey 
and  his  assistants,  clerks,  &c.,  hut  he  also  fixes  their  salaries. 
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The  coast  is  surveyed  under  tbe  soperintendence  and  direction  of 
the  Superintendent  (Mr.  Bache)  and  his  assistants.  The  work  of 
surveying  is  necessarily  done  by  hydrographical  and  topographical 
parties,  on  the  coast  itself,  who  report  their  proceedings  and  work  to  the 
Superintendent's  office  in  this  city,  where  the  records  and  maps  are 
made,  and  from  which  the  instructions  emanate  for  the  performance  of 
the  work.  It  strikes  me  that  the  Coast  Survey  Office,  in  this  city,  is  as 
much  a  bureau  of  the  Treasury  Department  as  the  Q^neral  Land  Office 
and  Census  Office  are  bureaus  of  the  Interior  Department ;  that  the 
Coast  Survey  Office  should  properly  be  in  the  Treasury  building,  if 
sufficient  rooms  therein  could  be  spared  for  that  object ;  and  that  the 
clerks,  messengers,  watchmen,  and  laborers  employed  in  the  Coast 
Survey  Office  are  employed  in  an  executive  department  within  the 
meaning  of  the  act.  The  employes  in  the  Coast  Survey  Office,  in  order 
to  distinguish  their  several  duties  from  each  other,  are  said  to  be  called 
computers,  draughtsmen,  clerks,  engravers,  instrument  makers,  car- 
penters, and  messengers,  to  which  1  suppose  may  be  added  laborers 
and  watchmen.  All  of  them,  I  think,  with  the  exception  of  the  in- 
strument makers,  carpenters,  and  engravers,  are  included  in  the  terms, 
clerks,  messengers,  watchmen,  and  laborers,  used  in  the  act ;  that  is  to 
say,  they  are  included  for  the  time  actually  employed  in  the  Coast 
Survey  Office,  and  should  be  paid  their  per  centage  accordingly ;  bat 
if  any  of  them  are  employed  a  part  of  the  year^  as  a  portion  of  a  topo- 
graphical or  hydrographical  party  in  making  surveys  on  the  coast, 
they  are  not  during  that  time  employed  in  an  executive  department, 
and  are  not  entitled  to  a  per  centage  on  their  salaries  while  performing 
such  service  on  the  coast.  Nor  can  the  persons  designated  as  assist* 
ants  and  sub> assistants,  employed  as  directors  of  the  surveys  and  ob- 
servations, or  as  surveyors,  properly  be  called  clerks,  but  only  those 
employed  in  making  the  notes,  transcribing  or  recording  them,  or 
making  the  maps  and  drawings  from  them. 

Instrument  makers  and  carpenters  are  usuallv  designated  as  me- 
chanics, and  engravers  as  artists ;  neither  of  those  classes  can  be 
properly  designated  as  either  clerks,  messengers,  or  laborers,  and  hence 
they  are  not  included  within  these  terms  in  the  act.  Though  they 
work  in  shops  connected  with  the  Coast  Survey  Office,  they  do  not 
properly  work  in  that  office,  and  do  not  form  any  necessary  part  of  it. 
The  Secretary  or  Superintendent  might  buy  all  the  instruments  and 
work  made  by  them,  instead  of  having  them  made  in  government 
shops;  and  as  to  the  engraving,  the  maps  and  charts  might  be  sent  to 
New  York  or  any  other  place  to  be  engraved  by  competent  artists. 

There  is  a  broad  line  of  distinction  between  clerks  and  mechanics, 
and  also  between  laborers  and  mechanics,  which  is  well  understood. 
Computers  are,  strictly  speaking,  clerks,  and  so  are  draughtsmen — 
those  terms  being  used  to  designate  them  as  particular  classes  of  clerks. 
The  draughtsmen  take  the  notes  of  the  surveys,  triangulations,  and 
observations,  and  make  records  of  them  in  the  form  of  maps  and 
plates.  This  view  of  the  subject  shows  most  clearly  that  they  are 
clerks,  as  much  so  as  those  who  copy  the  field  notes  literally  into 
record  boohs.  Merchants'  clerks  are  employed  in  selling  goods,  and 
in  keeping  accounts  of  sales  and  purchases.     Those  principally  em- 
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ployed  in  keeping  the  books  are,  in  common  parlance^  called  book-* 
keepers  ;  but  thej  are  also  clerks  as  much  so  as  those  mostly  employed 
in  selling  goods. 

It  is  common  to  manufactare  boots  and  shoes,  and  to  sell  them  at 
retail  in  the  same  building.  Those  who  make  the  sales  and-keep  the 
accounts  are  called  clerks,  while  the  journeymen  who  make  them  are 
called  mechanics. 

The  clerks  employed  in  the  Washington  city  post  office,  and  all  the 
persons  or  many  of  them  employed  by. or  who  are  under  the  direction 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings,  claim  the  extra  per  centage 
or  allowance.     The  claims  of  the  latter  class  include — 

1st.  The  clerk  in  the  office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings, 
whose  salary  is  $1,000  per  year. 

2d.  The  messenger  in  charge  of  the  main  furnace  in  the  Capitol^ 
whose  compensation  is  $2  per  day,  payable  monthly. 

3d.  The  laborer  at  the  water  closets  in  the  Capitol,  paid  monthly, 
at  $1  per  day. 

4th.  The  two  additional  watchmen  in  the  Capitol  square,  whose 
salaries  are  each  $500  per  annum,  payable  monthly. 

6th.  The  keeper  of  the  western  gate  at  the  Capitol,  paid  monthly^ 
at  $2  per  day. 

6th.  Two  lamplighters,  at  $40  per  month. 

7th.  The  public  gardener,  at  $1,200  per  year,  payable  monthly. 

8th.  Sixteen  laborers,  employed  in  the  public  grounds,  at  $40  per 
month. 

9th.  The  captain  and  fifteen  men,  employed  as  an  auxiliary  guard 
or  watch  for  the  protection  of  public  and  private  property  against 
incendiaries,  and  for  the  enforcement  of  the  police  regulations  of  the 
city  of  Washington,  at  different  salaries. 

10th.  The  doorkeeper  and  assistant  doorkeeper  at  the  President's 
house,  the  former  at  a  salary  of  $500,  and  the  latter  $365  per  annum. 

11th.  The  keepers  of  the  E^iStern  Branch  bridges,  employed  at 
$450  each  per  annum. 

12th.  The  drawkeepers  of  the  Potomac  bridge,  employed  at  $1  50 
per  day,  paid  monthly. 

13th.  The  watchmen  at  the  President's  House,  employed  at  $300 
per  annum,  paid  monthly. 

14th.  The  regular  police  or  watchmen,  consisting  of  five  persons, 
employed  at  the  Capitol,  appointed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Public 
Bnildings,  but  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives. 

That  all  these  several  classes  of  claimants  are  employed  in  either 
the  executive  or  legislative  branch  of  the  government  in  the  city  of 
Washington  does  not  admit  of  a  doubt ;  but  are  they  employed  in  the 
executive  or  legislative  departments  within  the  meaning  of  the  act? 
If  they  are  so  included,  are  not  the  clerks,  messengers,  watchmen, 
and  laborers  employed  at  the  penitentiary  so  included  ?  also  those 
employed  at  the  arsenal,  and  those  employed  in  erecting  the  public 
buildings,  including  the  Patent  Office  and  the  extension  of  the 
Capitol  ?  also  those  employed  in  this  city  in  the  custom-house  of  this 


204  A0COI7NTS  OF  WILLUH  CULLOM. 


• 


district?  If  any  of  these  classes  are  not  incloded,  what  are  the  lines 
of  distinction  ? 

The  Post  Office  Department  is  a  general  directing,  superintending, 
and  financial  office  for  the  whole  United  States,  while  the  city  post 
office  is  but  a  local  office  to  attend  to  the  local  business  of  this  city 
and  its  vicinity.  Though  the  city  post  office  belongs  to  the  execu- 
tive branch  of  the  government,  and  is  subject  to  the  direction  of  the 
Post  Office  Department,  yet  it  is  not  in  that  department  within  the 
meaning  of  the  act  in  question.  So  the  custom-house  in  this  district 
is  subject  to  the  Treasury  Department,  but  it  is  not  in  that  depart- 
ment within  the  meanipg  of  the  act  in  question.  The  city  post  office 
and  the  custom-house  are  both  local  offices 

It  is  just  so  with  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings  and  the 
clerk  employed  in  his  office.  The  office  is  local,  established  for  local 
purposes,  though  it  has  a  connexion  with  the  legislative  and  also 
with  the  executive  departments  of  the  government.  The  duties  are 
to  superintend  the  erection,  repair,  and  safe  keeping  of  the  public 
buildings,  which  are  indispensable  to  the  use  of  Congress  and  the 
executive  departments.  The  offices  of  collector  of  customs,  and  par- 
ticularly those  in  New  York  and  other  large  importing  cities,  are 
equally  connected  with  the  legislative  and  executive  departments  of 
the  government,  for  the  government  could  not  be  carried  on  without 
the  revenues  collected  by  them. 

All  local  officers,  as  well  as  the  central  departments,  form  parts 
and  parcels  of  the  general  system  of  government,  and  are  necessary  to 
its  harmonious  action ;  and  yet  the  evident  intent  of  Congress  was 
to  include  some  classes  of  persons  as  employed  in  the  executive  and 
legislative  departments  in  this  city,  but  not  to  include  all  the  em- 
ployes of  the  government  whose  duties  are  performed  here.  The 
Denefits  of  the  act  are  extended  in  express  terms  to  the  clerks  at  the 
navy  yard,  and  if  Congress  designed  to  extend  them  to  any  class  of 
mechanics,  to  the  laborers  employed  on  the  public  grounds,  and  to  the 
mechanics  and  laborers  employed  in  erecting  the  extensions  of  the 
Capitol  and  Patent  Office,  why  did  they  not  express  that  design 
in  clear  language  which  could  not  be  misunderstood  ? 

It  may  be  said  that  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings 
is  a  directing  and  superintending  office,  like  that  of  the  heads  of 
bureaus ;  but  it  is  a  superintendency  of  local  matters^  like  the  office  of 
a  superintendent  to  build  a  fort,  pier,  harbor,  or  custom-house;  or 
like  the  office  of  surveyor  general  of  a  district,  or  collector  of  customs 
of  a  district.  All  high  officers  are  more  or  less  superintending 
officers ;  the  distinction  is  that  heads  of  departments  and  heads  of 
bureaus  have  a  superintending  agency  which  extends  to  the  whole 
Union,  while  that  of  local  officers,  like  collectors  of  customs^  sur- 
veyors general,  and  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings,  is  limited 
to  a  particular  district. 

The  conclusion  is  that  the  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings^  city 
post  office,  penitentiary,  arsenal,  and  the  collector  of  customs  of 
this  district,  are  not  in  executive  departments  within  the  words  of  the 
act ;  and  that  the  benefits  of  the  act  do  not  extend  to  the  clerk  of  the 
commissioner^  nor  to  any  of  the  clerks,  messengers,  and  laborers,  em- 
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loyed  in  tliose  branches  of  the  public  service.  The  terras  of  the 
atate  are  too  limited  and  not  broad  enough  to  extend  to  them  ; 
longh,  8o  far  as  I  can  see,  they,  and  all  the  mechanics,  artisans,  and 
iborers,  in  tlie  employ  of  the  government  in  this  city,  have  as  strong 
nd  just  claims  upon  the  government  for  increased  compensation  as 
ay  of  the  persons  to  whom  it  is  allowed. 

The  Commissioner  of  Public  Buildings  has  his  office  in  the  Capitol, 
)nt  it  is  very  clear  that  he  and  his  clerk  are  no  more  employed  in  the 
legislative  department  of  the  government  than  the  clerk  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  18^  and  no  more  than  the  laborer  who  takes  charge  of 
the  Supreme  Court  room. 

The  messenger  who  has  charge  of  the  main  furnaces  of  the  Capitol 
under  the  rotunda  and  the  laborer  who  has  charge  of  the  water  closets 
of  the  Capitol  stand  on  a  different  footing.  The  mode  of  their 
appointment,  and  how  they  are  paid,  does  not  affect  the  question 
under  couBideration.  The  question  id,  what  are  their  duties ;  how  and 
where  are  they  employed  ? 

The  duties  of  messengers,  watchmen,  and  laborers,  are  not  clearly 
defined  by  law.  In  practice  messengers  perform  some  duties  like 
those  performed  by  laborers.  The  general  duties  of  the  laborers  in  the 
executive  buildings  are  to  bring  in  fuel,  make  and  keep  up  the  fires, 
to  sweep  and  keep  clean  the  rooms,  halls  or  passages,  steps,  stair- 
cases, and  water  closets,  and  to  light  the  building  ;  and  the  business  of 
the  watch  is  to  watch  and  guard  the  buildings  both  night  and  day. 

The  messenger  in  charge  of  the  furnaces  of  the  Capitol,  and  the 
laborer  having  charge  of  the  water  closets,  and  all  the  laborers  em- 
ployed to  warm,  light,  sweep  and  clean  such  portions  of  the  Capitol 
as  are  occupied  by  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  their  officers,  com- 
mittees^ and  for  folding  and  document  rooms,  are  employed  in  the 
legislative  department  of  the  government,  in  the  same  sense  that  the 
laborers  who  warm,  sweep,  clean,  and  light,  the  treasury  building  are 
employed  in  an  executive  department.  Those  persons  come  within  the 
terms  of  the  act,  and  are  therefore  entitled  to  tho  extra  compensation. 

The  two  additional  watchmen  employed  in  and  for  the  Capitol 
grounds  and  the  keeper  of  the  western  gate  of  the  Capitol  grounds 
all  stand  in  a  similar  condition  so  far  as  regards  this  act.  Their 
duties  are  performed  during  the  day,  cease  at  ten  o'clock  at  night,  and 
are  confined  to  the  grounds,  having  no  direct  relation  to  the  Capitol 
building  itself^  which  is  guarded  and  watched,  both  night  and  day, 
by  the  five  persons  employed  at  and  in  the  building  as  a  watch.  The 
five  watchmen  employed  in  the  building  are,  in  my  opinion,  employed 
in  the  legislative  department  of  the  government  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act,  and  entitled  to  an  extra  compensation  ;  but  the  two  addi- 
tional watchmen  and  the  gate  keeper  are  not  so  employed,  but  are 
employed  for  a  local  purpose,  and  are  not  entitled  to  any  extra  com- 
pensation under  that  act.  They  are  no  more  employed  in  the  legis- 
lative department  of  the  government  than  the  auxiliary  guard  are, 
who  are  employed  for  the  protection  of  property  in  the  city,  both 
public  and  private,  from  incendiaries,  and  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
police  regulations  of  the  city.  Both  contribute  in  a  remote  degree  to 
the  security  of  the  Capitol  and  other  public  property,  but  their  duties 
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pertain  rather  to  the  executive  than  to  the  legislative  branch  of  the 
government,  and  they  are  no  more  employed  in  the  legislative  depart- 
ment than  the  Commissioner  of  Pablic  Buildings  is,  who  superintends 
the  Capitol  and  keeps  it  and  the  public  grounds  in  proper  condition. 

The  two  lamplighters  light  the  lamps  along  Pennsylvania  avenue 
from  the  Capitol  to  the  Treasury  building,  and  also  along  the  walks 
in  the  Capitol  grounds,  but  not  in  the  buildings.  They  stand  in  the 
same  condition,  so  far  as  regards  this  act,  as  the  two  additional  watch- 
men, the  gate  keeper,  and  the  auxiliary  guard,  and  are  not  entitled 
to  any  extra  compensation. 

The  public  gardener  also  claims  under  the  act,  but  without  a  shadow 
•of  legal  right  to  it,  unless  my  whole  course  of  reasoning  is  wrons, 
and  the  same  reasoning  applies  to  the  laborers  in  the  public  grounds 
and  to  all  the  keepers  of  the  bridges  over  the  Potomac  and  the  East- 
ern Branch.  They  are  all  employed  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
government,  but  not  in  an  executive  department  within  the  meiEining 
of  the  act.  Though  their  claims  to  extra  compensation  are  as  equi- 
table and  just  as  those  to  whom  the  act  allows  it,  yet  their  justice  has 
not  been  recognized  by  Congress.  As  their  claims  have  not  been  in- 
cluded in  the  aot  and  thereby  legalized,  the  accounting  officers  cannot 
extend  the  act  to  them  by  construction.  I  am  called  upon  to  give  a 
liberal  construction  to  the  act,  but  I  have  no  legal  power  to  extend  it 
to  persons  not  included  in  its  words,  interpreted  and  applied,  accord- 
ing to  the  legal  and  obvious  meaning  and  sense  in  which  they  have 
been  generally  used  and  understood. 

Though  the  President  is  the  head  of  the  executive  branch  of  the 
government,  yet  he  is  above  the  heads  of  departments,  and  is  not  em- 
ployed in  an  executive  department  nor  in  '^  the  executive  depart^ 
ments"  within  the  meaning  of  the  act,  and  hence  the  doorkeeper  and 
assistant  doorkeeper  at  the  President's  house  and  the  watchmen  em- 
ployed at  the  President's  house  are  not  employed  in  the  executive 
departments  within  the  meaning  of  the  act,  and  are  therefore  not 
legally  entitled  to  the  extra  compensation  claimed  by  them  under  it. 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
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Minutes  of  the  GommiUee  appointed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
investigate  the  conduct  and  accounts  of  WiUiam  GuUomj  late  Clerk, 

Washikqton,  D.  C,  January  12,  1858. 

The  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  appointed  to  investigate  the  conduct  and  accounts  of  the  late 
Clerk,  William  Cullom,  met  at  the  city  of  Washington,  January 
12,  1858. 

Present,  Horace  Maynard,  Chairman  ;  James  B.  Ricaud,  Valentine 
B.  Horton,  and  J.  L.  M.  Curry. 

Ordered^  That  the  resolution  of  the  House  providing  for  thi9  com- 
mittee be  entered  upon  the  minutes. 

It  is  as  follows  : 

Dbcebiber  18,  1857. 

Resolved^  That  the  conduct  and  accounts  of  William  Cullom,  the 
late  Clerk,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee  of  five,  with  instructions 
to  inquire  into  the  various  items  of  his  apcounts,  and  report  thereon 
at  any  time^  and  shall  have  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers. 

Orderedj  That  Messrs.  Horace  Maynard,  of  Tennessee,  John  O. 
Davis,  of  Indiana,  James  B.  Ricaud,  of  Maryland,  Jabez  L.  M. 
Curry,  of  Alabama,  and  Valentine  B.  Horton,  of  Ohio,  be  appointed 
the  said  committee. 

W.  Blair  Lord,  of  New  York,  was  appointed  reporter  and  clerk  of 
the  committee. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Ricaud,  it  was 

Ordered^  That  the  chairman  of  this  committee  be,  and  is  hereby, 
instructed  to  submit  the  following  resolution  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives : 

Bescivedj  That  all  the  accounts  and  vouchers  of  William  Cullom, 
esq.,  late  Cleik,  as  far  as  the  same  may  be  in  possession  of  this  House, 
be  referred  to  the  investigating  committee  appointed  under  order  of 
December  18,  1857. 

It  was  also 

Ordered^  That  the  chairman  advise  Mr.  Cullom  of  the  organization 
^  the  committee,  and  invite  him  to  be  present  at  their  meetings. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  call,  the  call  to  be  after  the  return  of  Mr. 
Davis,  who  was  absent  on  account  of  sickness  in  hif  family. 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  21^  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  call  by  the  chairman  ;  all  present. 

The  chairman  stated  that,  upon  inquiry  of  the  Comnuttee  on 
Accounts  of  the  House,  he  had  been  informed  that  all  the  vouchers 
and  accounts  of  the  late  Clerk  had  been  returned  to  him  when  this 
investigation  had  been  ordered,  and  therefore  he  had  not  offered  the 
resolution  ordered  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  committee. 

The  chairman  also  laid  before  the  committee  three  papers  which 
bad  been  handed  to  him  by  Mr.  Ruffin,  of  the  Committee  on  Accounts. 

•They  are  as  follows : 
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House  of  BepreserUaiives  of  the  U.  8.  to  Benj.  F.  Bevendgey  Dr. 

For  one  hundred  and  nineteen  pails  of  paste  for  the  ase  of  the 
folding  room,  House  of  Representatives,  for  the  month  of 

September,  1857 $119 

Correct. 

N.  DARLINa, 
Doorlceeper  Home  of  Bqpresentatives. 

I  certify  the  above  to  be  correct. 

A.  J.  LARNER, 
SuperirUendent  Folding  Boom. 

September  30,  1857.  Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  one  hundred  and  nine- 
teen dollars,  in  full  of  the  above  account. 

B.  F.  BEVERIDGE. 

Received,  Washington  City,  October  2, 1857,  of  Thompson,  Ham- 
ilton &  Co.,  amount  of  the  above  account. 

B.  F.  BEVERIDGE. 

House  of  BqpresentcUives  of  the  U.  8.  to  Benj.  F.  Beveridge,  Dr. 

For  one  hundred  and  forty-nine  buckets  of  paste  for  the  use  of 
the  folding  room.  House  of  Representatives,  for  the  month  of 
October,  1857,  at  $1  per  bucket |149 

Approved. 

N.  DARLING, 
Doorkeeper  House  of  Bepresentatives. 

I  certify  the  above  to  be  correct. 

A.  J.  LARNER, 
Superintendent  Folding  Boom. 

— — ,  1857.  Received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States,  one  hundred  and  forty-nine 
dollars,  in  full  for  the  above  account. 

B.  F.  BEVERIDGE. 

Washington  City,  November  30.  The  above  account  I  transfer  to 
Thompson,  Hamilton  &  Co.,  for  value  received. 

B.  F.  BEVERIDGE. 

House  of  Bepresentatives  of  the  U.  8.  to  Benj.  F.  Beveridge^  Dr. 

For  one  hundred  and  forty-seven  buckets  of  paste  for  the  use  of 
the  folding  room,  for  the  month  of  November^  at  $1  per  bucket  |147 

Approved* 

N.  DARLING, 
Doorkeeper  House  of  Bqyresentatives. 
The  above  is  correct. 

A.  J.  LARNER, 
Superintendent  Folding  Boom. 
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,  1857.  Received  of  William  Callom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of 

Bepresentatives  of  the  United  States^  one  hundred  and  fortj-seven 
doUars^  in  full  of  the  above  account. 

Washington,  D.  C,  December  1,  1857. 

The  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  will  please  paj  to  Mrs. 
A.  Beveridge  the  above  account,  $147,  and  oblige 

B.  F.BEVERID&B. 

The  following  witness  was  sworn  and  examined  : 
No.  1.  William  B.  Ingram. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bicaud  it  was 

Ordaredj  That  the  Chairman  be  instructed  to  return  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Accounts  these  three  claims,  with  the  statement  that  they 
are  not  the  vouchers  of  Mr.  CuUom,  and  therefore  not  properly  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  this  committee. 

The  following  order  was  also  passed : 

Ordered,  That  William  P.  Ingram,  Daniel  Buck,  William  H. 
Minnix,  John  M.  Barclay,  and  tfames  C.  Walker,  of  Washington 
(Sty,  be  summoned  to  appear  before  this  committee  on  Saturday,  the 
23d  instant,  at  9^  o'clocx,  a.  m.^  and  that  J.  Wheelright,  (of  Messrs. 
Wheelright  &  Mudge,)  Baltimore;  Isaac  Ames,  of  New  York;  Charles 
W.  Baker,  (of  Messrs.  McSpedon  &  Baker,)  New  York,  and  (George 
8.  Gideon,  of  Washington  City,  be  summoned  to  appear  before  tms 
oommittee  on  Monday,  the  25th  instant,  at  9^^  o'clock,  a.  m. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Saturday  morning,  at  9^  o'clock. 

WAsmNGTON,  D.  C,  January  23, 1858. 
The  committee  metpursuant  to  adjournment ;  all  present. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Horton,  it  was 

Ordered,  That  the  proceedings  of  this  committee  be  kept  secret  until 
the  oommittee  are  prepared  to  report. 
The  following  witnesses  were  sworn  and  examined : 
No.  1.  William  P.  Ingram,  (recalled.) 
No.  2.  Daniel  Buck. 
No,  3.  William  H.  Minnix. 
No.  4.  John  M.  Barclay. 
No.  5.  James  C.  Walker. 
^It  was  also  ordered  that  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to 
Wtify  before  the  committee : 

Hadson  Taylor,  (of  Taylor  and  Maury,)  Washington,  for  Monday^ 
J^e  25thin8tant ;  Charles  H.  Upton,  John  D.  Thomson,  John  Bailey,, 
^omas  De  K.  Harris,  Frederick  Emmerich,  Andrew  Owen,  William 
-r.  Bayly,  of  Washington,  D.  C;  A.  D.  Jessop,  of  Philadelphia,  and 
-A.  Holbrook,  jr.,  of  Sandy  Hill,  Washington  county,  N.  ?.,  for  Thurs- 
^7,  the  28th  instant,  at  9  o'clock,  a.  m. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday,  the  26th  instant,  at  9^  o'clock,  a.  ni« 

fl.  Bep.  Com.  188 14 
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WASHiKOTeir,  D.  C,  JcMMory  25, 1858. 
The  oommittee  met  porsuant  to  adjoamment ;  present,  the  Chair- 
man, Messrs.  Davis,  Ricaud,  and  Horton — Mr.  Garry,  it  was  stated, 
was  absent  on  account  of  sickness. 

The  following  witnesses  were  sworn  and  examined : 
No.     6.  Hudson  Taylor. 
No.     7.  Isaac  Ames. 
No.     8    Charles  W.  Baker. 
No.     9.  J.  Wheelright. 
No.  10.  QteoT^e  8.  Gideon. 
It  was  ordered  that  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear 
before  the  committee  on  Friday,  the  29th  instant,  at  9^  o'clock,  a.  m.: 
Captain  M.  C.  Meigs,  of  Washington ;  James  B.  Smith,  Thomas 
Sinclair,  and  Gteorge  H.  Lewis,  of  Philadelphia. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday,  the  28th  instant,  at  9|  o'clock,  a.  m. 

Wabhinotok,  D.  C,  January  28,  1858. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  present,  the  Chair- 
man, and  Messrs.  Davis,  Ricaud,  and  Horton. 
The  following  witnesses  were  sworn  and  examined  : 
No.  11.  Thomas  De  K.  Harris. 
No.  12.  John  Bailey. 
No.  13.  Frederick  Emmerich. 
No.  14.  John  D.  Thomson. 
No.  15.  William  P.  Bayly. 
No.  16.  Charles  H.  Upton. 
No.  17.  Andrew  T.  Owen. 
Mr.  Davis  gave  notice  that  on  some  future  occasion  he  should  move 
to  strike  out  whatever  was  irrelevant  in  the  testimony  that  had  been 
or  might  be  taken. 

It  was  ordered  that  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear 
before  the  committee  on  Monday,  February  1, 1858,  at  9^  o'clock,  a.  m.: 
Alexander  J.  W.  Fitzhugh,  W.  W.  Beaton,  and  Elisha  Whittlesey, 
of  Washington,  D.  C. 
Adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow,  at  9^  o'clock,  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  29,  1868. 
Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  present,  the  Chairman, 
Messrs  Davis,  Bicaud,  and  Horton. 
The  following  witnesses  were  sworn  and  examined : 
No.  18.  George  H.  Lewis. 
No.  19.  James  B.  Smith. 
No.  20.  Thomas  Sinclair. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday,  February  1, 1858,  at  9^  o'clock,  a.  ra. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  1, 1858. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  present,  the  Chair- 
man, Messrs.  Davis,  Bicaud,  and  Horton. 
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le  following  witnesses  were  sworn  and  examined  : 

No.  21.  Amaziah  Holbrooke  jr. 

No.  22.  Elisha  Whittlesey. 
1  motion  of  Mr.  Davis  the  following  resolution  was  adopted : 
ssolvedy  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  requested  to  furnish 
committee  with  a  copy  of  the  letter  addressed  to  him  by  Hon.  E. 
ttlesey,  late  Comptroller,  giving  his  reasons  for  withholding  his 
oval  of  a  requisition  drawn  by  General  Cnllom,  late  Clerk  of  the 
se  of  Representatives,  for  $50,000. 

Iso,  that  the  Hon.  William  Medill,  present  Comptroller  of  the 
«ury,  be  requested  to  furnish  this  committee  with  a  copy  of  said 
isition,  and  of  all  the  correspondence  between  the  late  Comptroller 
late  Clerk  in  relation  to  the  payment  of  any  other  requisition 
m  by  said  Clerk  and  disapproved  by  Mr.  Whittlesey,  late  Comp- 
er. 

nd  also  copies  of  all  the  official  correspondence  between  the  late 
k  and  the  Secretary  and  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury, 
djourned  to  meet  on  Thursday,  February  6,  at  9^  o'clock,  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  4,  1858. 

ommittee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  all  the  members  present, 
he  following  witnesses  were  sworn  and  examined : 

No.  23.  M.  C.  Meigs. 

No.  24.  W.  W.  Seaton. 
^  was  ordered  that  the  following  witnesses  be  summoned  to  appear 
tre  this  committee : 

n  Friday  the  5th  instant,  Hon.  J.  H.  Jewett,  of  Kentucky;  Hon. 
^el  Otero,  of  New  Mexico;  Hon.  li.  6.  Hall,  of  Massachusetts; 
sent  members  of  Congress;  and  Hon.  Jacob  Broome,  of  Pennsylvania; 
\  Congress. 

)n  Monday  the  first  of  March,  1858,  John  McLaren,  of  Carthage, 
Qoessee;  John  J.  Burnett,  of  Carthage,  Tennessee;  Sydney  Stanton, 
Gkiinsboro,  Tennessee. 
Adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  at  9^  o'clock,  a.  m. 

Washington  City,  D,  C,  February  5,  1858. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment;  all  present. 
The  ioUowing  witnesses  were  sworn  and  examined : 

No.  25.  B.  B.  Hall. 

No.  26.  J.  H.  Jewett. 

No.  27.  Miguel  Otero. 
It  was  ordered  that  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear 
fore  the  committee  to-morrow  morning,  at  9A  o'clock. 
Hon.  James  Buffinton,  of  Massachusetts;  Hon.   Ezra  Clarke,  Jr., 
Connecticut;  Hon.  D.  S.  Walbridge,  of  Michigan;  present  members 


Adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  morning  at  9^  o'clock. 

Washington  City,  D.  C,  February  6,  1858. 
Owing  to  the  session  of  the  House  of  Representatives  extending  to 
o'clock  this  morning,  the  committee  held  no  session  to-day. 
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WASHmaiON,  D.  C,  February  8, 1858. 

The  committee  met  this  morniag  at  16  o'clock ;  all  the  members 
present. 
The  following  witnesses  were  sworn  and  examined : 

No.  28.  James  Bnffinton, 

No.  29.  Ezra  Clarke,  Jr. 

No.  30.  A.  D.  Jessnp. 

No.  31.  J.  W.  Fitzhogh. 

No.  21.  A.  Holbrook,  dr.,  (recalled.) 
Adjourned  to  Thursday  next,  at  9^  o'clock^  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  11, 1868. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  present,  the  Chair- 
man, Messrs.  Davis,  Ricaud,  and  Curiy. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday,  February  18th,  at  9^  o'clock,  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  18,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  present,  the  Chair- 
man, Messrs.  Davis,  Bicaud,  and  Curry. 

The  following  witness  was  sworn  and  examined : 
No.  32.  Jacob  Broome. 

It  was  ordered  that  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear 
before  this  committee,  for  Thursday,  Februarv,  25,  1858,  as  follows: 

Francis  Lamb,  Washington  City,  D.  C;  John  Tretler,  Washington 
City,  D.  C;  Thomas  H.  Worthington,  Washington  City,  D.  C. 

For  Friday,  February  26,  1858,  as  follows: 

William  Bailey,  Uniontown,  Fayette  county,  Pennsylvania. 

The  Chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  accompanied  by  sundry  papers  called  for 
by  resolution  of  the  committee  of  February  1. 

The  Chairman  also  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  (Hon.  J.  Glancj 
Jones,)  asking  information  concerning  the  amount  of  money  required 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  this  committee.  The  Chairman  was  in- 
structed to  state,  in  reply,  that  the  sum  of  five  thousand  dollars 
($5,000)  would  probably  be  required. 

Adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  morning,  at  10  o'clock. 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  19,  1858. 
The  committee  held  no  session  to-day. 

Washington,  D.  C,  FAruary  25,  1858. 
The  committee  met ;  present,  the  Chairman,  Messrs.   Davis,  ^^' 
caud,  and  Curry. 
The  following  witness  was  sworn  and  examined: 

No.  33.  D.  S.  Walbridge. 
The  Chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from     S- 
S,  Stanton,  of  Gainsboro',  Tennessee,  in  relation  to  his  summons  ^ 
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ear  before  the  oommittee  on  the  first  of  March,  and  asking  to  be 
ued  from  present  attendanoe,  as  his  duties  of  a  member  of  the 
e  legislature  rendered  it  important  that  he  should  attend  there 
il  its  adjournment,  which  would  probably  be  during  the  month  of 
'ch.  The  Chairman  was  instructed  to  reply,  giving  the  extension 
ime  asked  for. 
he  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  at  9^  o'clock,  a.  m. 

Washinoton,  D.  C,  February  26,  1858. 
hie  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  all  the  members  pre- 

'he  following  witnesses  were  sworn  and  examined  : 

No.  34.  William  Bailey. 

No.  35.  John  Tretler. 

No.  36.  Francis  Lamb. 
i  was  ordered  that  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear 
»re  the  committee  on  Thursday  next^  March  4,  at  9^  o'clock,  a.  m., 

John  D.  Thomson,  John  0.  Bives. 
I  was  also  ordered  that  the  unfettled  accounts  of  William  Cullom, 
Clerk,  with  the  Treasury  Department,  be  transmitted  to  the 
amittee  on  Accounts  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  for  their 
mination  and  action,  with  the  request  that  should  there  be  any  of 
n  which,  in  the  opinion  of  that  committee,  shall  require  the  exa- 
ation  and  investigation  of  this  committee,  the  same  may  be  re- 
led  for  that  purpose. 
Ldjonmed  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  March  1,  at  9^  o'clock,  a.  m. 

WAsraNOTON,  D.  C,  ifarc*  1,  1858. 

*he  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  present,  the  Chair- 

D,  Messrs.  Davis^  Curry,  and  Horton. 

Hie  following  witness  was  recalled  and  examined  : 

No.  22.  Elisha  Whittlesey. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday,  March  4,  at  10  o'clock,  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  4,  1858. 

rhe  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment;  present,  the  Chair- 

n,  Messrs.  Davis,  Curry  and  Horton. 

The  following  witnesses  were  called  and  examined : 

No.  37.  Sydney  S.  Stanton. 

No.  38.  Thomas  H.  Worthington. 

No.  36.  Francis  Lamb,  (recalled.) 

No.  34.  WUliam  Bailey,  (recalled.) 
rhe  Chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from  Hon* 
iaha  Whittlesey,  accompanied  by  the  account  rendered  him,  by 
ler  of  the  oommittee,  for  services  as  witness,  and  declining  to  re- 
ve  the  mileage  allowed  for  travel  to  and  from  his  residence  in  Ohio, 
the  ground  that  as  he  was  present  in  this  city  when  the  summons 
a  served  upon  him,  and  his  travel  was  not  increased  in  consequence 
that  summons,  he  could  not  therefore  regard  himself  as  entitled  to 
leage ;  but  suggested  for  the  consideration  of  the  committee,  thac  he 
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should  be  allowed  per  diem  from  the  date  of  the  service  of  the  sum- 
mons until  such  time  as  he  shall  have  perfected  his  testimony. 

The  committee  instructed  the  elerk  to  make  out  his  account  accord- 
ingly. 

Adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  5, 1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment  j  present^  the  Chairmao, 
Messrs.  Gurry  and  Horton. 
The  following  witnesses  were  called  and  examined  : 

No.  39.  J.  J.  Burnett. 
No.  40.  John  Mc.  Laren. 

It  was  ordered  that  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear 
before  this  committee  on  Thursday,  March  11,  at  10  o'clock,  a.  m. 
Hon.  John  Williams,  Rochester,  N.  Y. 
Hon.  William  Millward,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
J.  C.  Greenlease,  (now  in  Washington,  D.  C.) 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  8,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment;  pres*  nt,  the  Chair- 
man, Messrs.  Curry,  Horton  and  Davis. 

The  following  witnesses  were  called  and  examined  : 
No.  22.  Elisha  Whittlesey,  (recalled.) 
No.  41,  John  C.  Rives. 

Mr.  Whittlesey  requested  the  committee  to  call  for  the  following 
papers  and  information  from  the  Treasury  Department. 

The  decision  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  of  October,  1852, 
in  reference  to  the  construction  of  the  second  section  of  the  act  ap- 
proved August  31,  1852. 

The  account  of  Hon.  William  Cullom,  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  as  the  same  is  contained  and  referred  to  in  the  report 
of  the  First  Auditor,  No.  125,854,  dated  in  that  office  on  the  5th  ot 
January,  1857,  and  admitted  and  certified  by  the  First  Comptroller 
on  the  25th  of  March,  1857,  also  a  copy  of  said  report. 

The  receipts  of  8.  8.  Stanton,  J.  J.  Burnett,  J.  C.  Greenlease  and 
William  Bailey,  for  money  they  acknowledge  to  have  received  of  Mr. 
Cullom,  as  said  Clerk,  for  services  rendered  by  them  during  the  months 
of  September,  October  and  November,  1856,  if  their  receipts  are  on 
file,  and  were  allowed  to  the  credit  of  Mr.  Cullom. 

That  the  Secretary  be  requested  to  inform  this  committee  whether 
Mr.  Cullom  as  such  Clerk,  or  as  such  late  Clerk,  has  asked  to  have 
anj*  money  received  into  the  Treasury  as  having  been  refunded  by  him, 
and  if  so,  at  what  time,  to  what  amount,  and  to  what  account. 

Also,  that  he  inform  said  committee  whether  any  account  has  been 
settled  at  the  Treasury  Department  that  Mr.  Cullom  presented,  wherein 
he  credited  the  United  States  or  charged  himself  with  the  money 
contained  in  said  receipts  or  any  part  thereof. 

Also,  whether  an  account  is  on  file  in  that  department  not  fully 
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K>8ed  of,  containing  a  credit  or  debit  of  the  character  mentioned  in 

last  preceding  inquiry ;  and  if  so,  when  it  was  filed. 

[r.  Cnllom  also  requested  that  the  committee  would  call  for  the 

er  of  Hon.  Greorge  8.  Houston,,  to  which  the  Comptroller  wrote  a 

ly,  dated  December  29,  1856. 

fn  motion  of  Mr.  Curry,  the  chairman  was  instructed  to  call  upon 

Treasury  Department  for  the  aforesaid  papers  and  information. 

t  was 

hrderedj  That  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear  before 

I  committee  on  Monday,  the  15th  instant,  at  10  o'clock  a  m. : 

[on.  Francis  E.  Spinner,  and  Hon.  Philemon  Bliss,  House  of  Bep- 

sntatives. 

idjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  11,  1858. 

'he  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  all  the  members 

sent. 

lie  following  witnesses  were  called  and  examined  : 

No.  42.  William  Millward. 

N.o  43.  J.  C.  Greenlease. 

No.  44.  John  Williams. 

No.  45.  John  D.  Thomson, 
t  was 

hrderedf  That  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear  before 
committee,  as  follows : 

^or  Monday,  March  15 :  A.  B.  Parker,  Washington,  District  of 
umbia ;  C.  P.  Wallach,  Washington,  District  of  Columbia, 
^or  Thursday,  March  18 :  J.  N.  Gordon,  Washington,  District  of 
umbia  ;  Bulus  Prentice,  Pognonach,  Hartford  county,  Connecticut ; 
F.  Hurlbut,  Utica,  New  York. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washinqton,  D.  C,  March  15,  1858. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  all  the  members 
«ent. 
The  following  witnesses  were  called  and  examined : 

No.  46.  A.  B.  Parker. 

No.  47.  C.  P.  Wallach. 

No.  48.  Francis  E.  Spinner. 
On  the  request  of  Mr.  Cullom,  the  chairman  was  instructed  to  apply 
the  Clerk's  office  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  for  copies  of  the 
lowing  papers  on  file  therein,  viz  : 

Order  from  Zedediah  Eidwell,  dated  March  2,  1855,  in  favor  of 
hn  C.  Bives,  for  Globe  and  Appendix. 

Order  from  Volney  E.  Howard,  dated  January  11,  1851,  in  favor 
John  C.  Bives,  for  Globe  and  Appendix. 

Order  from  W.  Sprague,  dated  January  2,  1851,  in  favor  of  John 
Bives,  for  Globe  and  Appendix;  Opinions  of  Attorneys  General, 
i  Finance  Beports. 
[letter  from  George  W.  Thompson,  Wheeling,  Virginia,  to  Colonel 
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John  W.  Forney,  dated  Febrnary  7,  1853^  in  relation  to  the  Con- 
gressional Globe  and  Appendix. 

It  was 

Ordered^  That  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear  before 
this  committee,  as  follows : 

For  Monday,  March  22,  1858:  Dr.  Robert  Mayo,  Washington, 
District  of  Columbia ;  Dr.  William  V.  Hudson,  Washington,  District 
of  Columbia ;  Joseph  Shillington,  Washington  ,  District  of  Columbia; 
Noyes,  District  of  Columbia. 

For  Thursday,  March  25,  1858:  Hudson  Taylor,  Washington, 
District  of  Columbia;  John  F.  Callan,  Washington,  District  of 
Columbia. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

WASHmoTON,  D.  C,  March  18,  1868. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment :  present,  the  Chair- 
man, Messrs.  Horton,  Curry,  and  Davis. 
The  following  witnesses  were  called  and  examined : 
No.  22.  Elisha  Whittlesey,  (recalled.) 
No.  49.  C.  F.  Hurlbut. 
No.  50.  Bufus  Prentice, 
No.  51.  J.  N.  Gordon. 
No.  48.  F.  N.  Spinner,  (recalled.) 
The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from  the 
Treasury  Department,  accompanied  by  copies  of  papers  called  for  by 
the  committee  on  March  8. 

Also^  a  communication  from  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresenta- 
tives,  accompanied  by  copies  of  papers  called  for  by  the  committee  on 
March  15. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washinqton,  D.  C,  March  22,  1858. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment :  present,  the  Chair- 
man, Messrs.  Horton  and  Bicaud. 
The  foUowingwitnesses  were  called  and  examined  : 
No.  52.  William  V.  Hudson. 
No.  53.  Bobert  Mayo. 
No.  54.  Joseph  Shillington. 
No.  55.  Samuel  V.  Noyes. 
Ajourned  to  meet  on  Thursday  next,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washinqton,  D.  C,  March  26,  1868. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  all  the  members 
present. 

The  following  persons  were  called  and  examined : 
No.  56.  John  Alexander. 
No.  57.  Philemon  Bliss. 
No.  58.  Hudson  Taylor. 
No.  59.  John  F.  Callan. 
No.  60.  James  B.  Bicaud. 
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No.  61.  J.  M.  Barclay. 

No.  62.  Valentine  B.  Horton. 
rderedy  That  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear  before 
committee  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  viz : 
ion.  John  Sherman,  Honse  of  Representatives ;  Daniel  Bnck  and 
n  JSailey,  clerks  in  Clerk's  office  of  Honse  of  Representatives, 
djonmed  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washingion,  D.  C.9  March  29, 1868. 

he  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment ;  all  the  members 

Bent. 

)he  following  witnesses  were  called  and  examined : 

No.  63.  John  Sherman. 

No  64.  John  Baily. 

No.  66.  Daniel  Buck. 
[twas 

Ordered,  That  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear  be- 
'ethis  committee  on  Thursday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. : 
Hon.  Lewis  D.  Campbell,  House  of  Representatives ;  E.  A.  Acton, 
lem,  New  Jersey;  and  Hugh  Tyler. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washinqton,  D.  C,  April  1,  1868. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

WASHiNaTON,  D.  C,  April  6,  1868. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to   adjournment ;   all  the  members 

eient. 

The  following  witness  was  called  and  examined,  viz : 

No.  66.  E.  A.  Acton. 

Adjourned  to  meet  Thursday  morning,  at  10  o'clock. 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  8,  1868. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment :  Present,  the  Ohair- 
^i  Messrs.  Horton,  Ricaud,  and  Curry. 
Fhe  following  witness  was  called  and  examined^  viz  : 
h.  67.  Lewis  D.  Campbell. 
t  was 

Ordered^  That  the  folowing  persons  be  summoned  to  appear  before 
I  committee  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  viz  : 
ioD.  Thomas  L.  Clingman  and  Hon.  John  H.  Savage,  of  the  House 
Representatives, 
^journed  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washinqton,  D.  C,  April  12, 1858. 
Hie  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment :   Present,  the  Chair* 
a,  Messrs.  Curry,  Horton,  and  Davis. 
fhe  following  witness  was  sworn  and  examined,  viz: 
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No.  68.  Thomas  L.  Clingman. 
It  was 

Ordered  J  That  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear  before 
the  committee  on  Wednesday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  viz : 
C.  Denham,  Washington^  District  of  (Columbia. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Wednesday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  14,  1858. 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment :  Present,  the  ChairmaD 
and  Mr.  Hortoa. 
No  quorum  being  present — 
Adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  morning,  at  10  o'clock. 

Washinoton,  D.  C,  AprU  16,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment;  all  the  members 
present. 
The  following  witnesses  were  called  and  examined  : 

No.  69.  C.  Denham. 

No.  41.  John  C.  Rives,  (recalled.) 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  19,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment :  Present,  the  Chair- 
man, Messrs.  Bicaud^  Curry,  and  Davis. 

The  following^  person  was  called  and  examined,  viz : 
No.  65.  Daniel  Buck,  (recalled.) 

Ordered,  That  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear  before 
this  committee  on  Thursday  next,  at  10  a.  m.  : 

Hon.  Felix  K  ZoUicoffer  and  Hon.  Charles  Beady,  of  the  House  of 
Bepresentatives ;  William  Pettibone,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday  next,  at  10  o'clock,  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  22,  1858. 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washinoton,  D.  C,  April  26, 1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  AprU  29,  1858. 
The  committee  held  no  meeting  to-day. 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  3,  1858. 

The  committee  met :  Present,  the  Chairman,  Messrs.  Horton  and! 
Davis. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 
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Washington,  D.  C,  May  6,  1858. 
The  committee  met :  Present,  the  Chairman^  Messrs.  Horton  and 
irry. 

Xo.  70.  William  Pettibone  was  called  and  examined  as  a  witness. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  10,  1858. 
The  committee  met :  Present,  the  Chairman,  Messrs.  Carry,  Davis, 
id  Horton. 
Adjourned  until  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  17, 1858. 
The  committee  met:  Present,  the  Chairman,  Messrs.  Davis,  Hor- 
30,  and  Curry. 

The  following  witnesses  appeared  and  were  sworn : 
No.  7 1 .  Hon.  Charles  Ready. 
No.  72.  Hon.  John  H.  Savage. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday  next. 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  20,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment:     Present,  the  Chair- 
inaD,  Messrs.  Horton,  Curry,  and  Bicaud. 
The  ioUowing  witness  was  sworn  and  examined  : 
No.  73.  Hon.  F.  K.  ZoUikoffer. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  22,  1858. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment :  Present,  the  Chair- 
man, Messrs.  Horton,  Davis,  and  Curry. 
The  following  witness  was  called  ana  examined : 

No.  74.  John  A.  Hunnicutt. 
Ordered^  That  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear  before 
'he  committee  on  Wednesday  morning  next,  at  9^  o'clock,  viz : 
C.  Denham,  John  Alexander,  and  Y .  Blanchard,  Washington,  D.  C. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Wednesday  next,  at  9^^  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washington  City,  D.  C  ,  May  26,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment :  Present,  the  Chair- 
nan,  Messrs,  Davis,  Horton,  and  Bicaud. 
Adjourned  to  meet  on  Saturday  next,  at  9^^  o'clock  a.  m. 

Washington  Citt,  D.  C,  May  29, 1858. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment :  Present,  the  Chair- 
man, Messrs.  Davis,  Horton,  and  Ourry. 
The  ibllowin?  persons  were  called  and  examined  : 

75.  V.  Blanchard. 

76.  C.  Dunham. 

77.  John  Alexander. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday  next  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 
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WAsmNQTON  CiTT,  D.  C,  tTttne  3,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment;  all  the  members 
present. 

The  Chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  written  report,  accom- 
panied by  the  following  resolution,  to  be  submitted  in  the  House  of 
Kepresentatives : 

Beaolvedf  That  the  committee  appointed  by  resolution  of  the  House 
of  December  18,  1857,  to  investigate  the  oonduct  and  accounts  of 
William  CuUom,  late  Clerk  ofthe  House  of  Bepresentatives,  have  leave 
to  sit  at  the  next  session,  and  then  to  submit  their  final  report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to  unanimously. 

Mr.  Cullom  laid  before  the  committee  the  original  power  of  attor- 
ney to  Hugh  Tvler  to  purchase  books  for  the  Clerk's  office,  to  be  de- 
livered to  members  of  Congress,  under  resolution  ofthe  House  of  July, 
7, 1856. 

Ordered,  That  the  same  be  filed  with  the  testimony. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  call  of  the  chairman. 

Washinqton,  December  21,  1858. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  call  of  the  Chairman :  Present,  the 
Chairman,  Messrs.  Bicaud,  Curry,  and  Horton. 

The  Chairman  stated  to  the  committee  that  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Cullom,  stating  that  in  consequence  of  severe  sickness  in  his 
family  he  should  be  unable  to  leave  for  Washington  until  after 
Christmas. 

On  motion,  the  Chairman  was  directed  to  audit  the  account  of  Mr. 
Bicaud  for  services  performed  during  the  recess  by  direction  of  the 
committee,  that  is,  going  to  and  returning  from  New  York  city,  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  the  testimony  of  Hugh  Tyler. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Friday,  January  7, 1859,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m» 

Fbidat,  January  7,  1859. 
No  meeting  of  the  committee  to-day. 

Wbdnesdat,  January  26,  1859. 

The  committee  met  upon  the  call  of  its  Chairman  :   Present,  tb  ^ 
Chairman,  Messrs.  Davis,  Horton,  and  Curry. 
The  following  witness  was  called  and  examined  : 

No.  78.  B.  B.  French. 
Adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Thubsdat,  January  27,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

The  session  was  devoted  to  reading  over  the  testimony. 

Adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 
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Fridat,  January  28,  1859. 
ttee  met  parsoant  to  adjonrnmeiit. 
tsion  was  devoted  to  the  reading  over  the  testimony, 
ned  to  meet  on  Monday  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Monday^  January  31, 1859. 
ttee  met  pursuant  to  adjonrnment. 
tsion  was  devoted  to  the  reading  over  the  testimony, 
ned  to  meet  on  Wednesday  next  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Wkdnbsday,  February  2, 1859. 

ttee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

ision  was  devoted  to  the  reading  over  the  testimony. 

ned  to  meet  to-morrow  morning  at  9^  o'clock. 

Thtjmdat,  February  3, 1859. 

ttee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

ssion  was  devoted  to  the  reading  over  the  testimony. 

ned  to  meet  to-morrow  morning  at  9^  oclock. 

Pridat,  February  4,  1859. 

ittee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

ssion  was  devoted  to  reading  over  the  testimony. 

ned  to  meet  on  Monday  next,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

MoimAT,  February  Ti  1859. 
ittee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Bsion  was  devoted  to  reading  over  the  testimony, 
'ned  to  meet  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Tuesday,  February  8,  1859. 
ittee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment, 
ssion  was  devoted  to  reading  over  the  testimony, 
'ned  to  meet  to-morrow  morning  at  9^  o'clock. 

Wkdnsbday,  February  9, 1869. 

ittee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

ssion  was  devoted  to  reading  over  the  testimony. 

-ned  to  meet  on  Friday  morning  at  9  o'clock. 

Fbiday,  February  11,  1859. 

ittee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

adio^  of  the  testimony  was  proceeded  with. 

!c2y  Tnat  the  following  persons  be  summoned  to  appear  before 

littee  on  Monday  next,  at  9  o'clock  a.  m : 

a.  Tretler,  John  Bailey,  John  D.  Thomson,  Wm.  P.  Ingram, 

ench,  Washington  city. 

rned  to  meet  on  Monday  morning  at  9^  o'clock. 
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MoNBAT,  February  14, 1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment;  all  the  members 
present. 

The  following  witnesses  were  examined : 
No.  78.  B.  B.  French,  (recalled.) 
No.  12.  John  Bailey,  (recalled.) 
No.  79.  John  H.  Tretler. 
No.  45.  John  D.  Thomson,  (recalled.) 
Mr.  OuUom  offered  in  evidence  a  paper  signed  by  John  T.  Towers, 
W.  W.  Seaton,  and  Peter  Force,  of  Washington,  recommending  Mr. 
John  Tretler  as  a  practical  bookbinder. 

It  was  ordered  tnat  Robert  K.  Elliott,  of  this  city,  be  summoned  to 
appear  before  this  committee. 
Adjourned  to  meet  upon  to-morrow  morning  at  9^  o'clock. 

Tuesday,  February  15,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment;  all  the  members 
present. 

The  following  witnesses  were  examined: 
No.  80.  Robert  K.  Elliott. 
No.    1.  W.  P.  Ingram,  (recalled.) 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bicaud,  it  was 

Ordered  J  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  requested  to  furnish 
this  committee  with  a  copy  of  the  receipt  given  by  F.  Waters,  Ches- 
tertown,  Maryland,  for  books  furnished  the  library  under  the  act  of 
March  3,  1857. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Thursday  next  at  7  p.  m. 

Thursday,  February  17,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment;  all  the  members 
present. 

A  communication  from  the  Treasury  Department,  in  reply  to  a  call 
of  the  committee  at  its  lust  meeting,  was  received  and  ordered  to  be 
placed  on  the  files  of  the  committee. 

A  paper  recommendatory  of  Mr.  Tretler  as  binder  was  ordered  to 
be  placed  on  file. 

Adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  at  7  p.  m. 

Friday,  Febr^mry  18,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment;   all  the  members 
present. 

A  general  discussion  took  place  upon  the  character  of  the  evi^ 
dence,  &c. 

The  Chairman  was  instructed  to  draw  up  a  statement  embodying 
the  views  of  the  committee,  and  to  submit  it  to  the  committee  at  \t^ 
next  meeting. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next  at  7  p.  m. 
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Monday,  February  21,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment;  Mr.  Curry  absent  on 
£oonnt  of  sickness. 

The  Chairman  submitted  the  statement  which,  at  the  last  meeting, 
le  was  directed  to  prepare  for  the  committee;  which  statement  was 
ead. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  call. 

Friday,  February  25, 1859. 

The  committee  met  at  9^  o'clock  a.  m.,  upon  call  of  its  Chairman ; 
.11  the  members  present. 

The  committee  proceeded  to  consider  the  statement  submitted  to 
hem  by  the  Chairman  at  its  last  meeting. 

Adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  morning  at  9^  o'clock. 

Saturday,  February  26,  1859. 

The  committee  mot  pursuant  to  adjournment;  all  the  members 
iresent. 

The  reading  of  the  report  was  concluded,  and  the  report,  with  sun- 
Iry  resolutions,  was  unanimously  agreed  to. 

The  Chairman  was  instructed  to  submit  the  report  and  testimony 
0  the  House  forthwith. 

Adjourned  sine  die. 
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TESTIMONY. 

Jaihjabt  21,  1858. 
William  P.  Ingram  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Look  at  these  vouchers,  [see  minutes  of  January  21,] 
and  say  whether  they  are  the  vouchers  of  the  late  Clerk  or  not. 

Answer.  They  are  not. 

Question.  Has  the  money  been  paid  on  them? 

Answer.  It  has  not. 

Question.  Have  they  ever  been  presented  to  you  for  payment? 

Answer.  I  think  likely  they  have. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  these  accounts? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  do.  I  have  paid  divers  accounts  of 
this  character.  This  man  Beveridge,  as  I  understood,  furnished 
paste  to  the  folding-room.  The  bills  are  certified  by  the  Doorkeeper, 
and  also  by  the  superintendent  of  the  folding-room.  This  same  man 
famished  paste  before,  during  the  last  Congress. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Beveridge — who  he  is,  and 
what  he  is? 

Answer.  I  have  seen  him  frequently. 

Question.  Who  is  he,  and  what  is  his  position  ? 

Answer.  He  was  in  the  employment  of  the  Doorkeeper  during  the 
last  Congress,  doing  some  service — I  do  not  know  what.  I  never  had 
occasion  to  know  what  the  service  was.  He  was  returned  upon  the 
pay-roll  by  the  Doorkeeper  as  one  of  his  employes. 

Question.  You  say  these  claims  were  presented  for  payment? 

Answer.  It  is  possible  that  they  were  ;  I  have  no  particular  recol- 
lection that  they  were.     There  was  a  time  last  spring  when  I  had 
doubts  whether  I  should  pay  such  accounts  as  these  until  they  had 
l];^n  passed  upon  by  the  Committee  on  Accounts.     General  CuUom 
Was  absent  then.     On  his  return,  during  the  summer,  I  called  his 
attention  to  the  fact  that  these  accounts  had  been  presented  and  were 
suspended.     I  do  not  remember  at  what  time,  but,  ultimately,  he  told 
^ne  to  pay  all  of  them  up  to  September,  I  believe.     After  that  no 
ether  of  these  accounts  were  presented. 
By  Mr.  Bicaud: 

Question.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  having  seen  these  three 
accounts? 

Answer.  I  may  have  seen  them,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  spoke  of  having  paid  accounts.  State  what  position 
you  occupied  by  virtue  of  which  you  paid  them;  under  what  appoint- 
ment, and  how  long  you  held  that  position. 

Answer.  I  was  appointed  chief  clerk  during  the  last  Congress,  on 
the  11th  of  February,  1856.     I  held  that  office  until  the  appointment 

H.  Rep.  Com.  188 15 
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of  the  present  chief  clerk.     Daring  that  time  I  attended  to  the  dis- 
bursement of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House. 

Question.  Were  you  cognizant  of  all  the  disbursements  made? 

Answer.  I  was. 

By  Mr.  Bioaud:  • 

Question.  Did  you  make  them  all  ? 

Answer.  I  made  all  except  a  fiew  made  during  the  time  I  was 
absent  in  June,  1856,  and  July,  1857  ;  while  I  was  absent  some  pay- 
ments were  made ;  with  those  exceptions.  I  made  all  the  payments. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  What  is  the  name  of  the  superintendent  of  the  folding- 
room? 

Answer.  A.  J.  Lamer  ;  Mr.  Babcock  held  that  position  previous  to 
Mr.  Larner's  appointment. 

Question.  Are  these  accounts  now  transferred  to  Thompson,  Hamil- 
ton &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  All  I  know  about  the  matter  of  the  transfer  is  what  I  see 
here  endorsed  on  the  accounts. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  When  Congress  is  in  session  do  you  pay  claims  of  this 
character  before  they  have  been  presented  to  the  Committee  on  Accounts 
and  passed  upon  by  them  ? 

Answer.  Generally  they  are  presented  to  the  committee  and  audited 
by  them  before  they  are  paid  by  me. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  As  the  disbursing  agent  of  General  Cullom,  and  of  the 
House,  did  you  present  these  claims  to  the  Committee  on  Accounts? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  usually,  when  Congress  is  in  session,  these 
accounts  are  presented  to  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  frequently  by 
the  parties  presenting  them,  before  they  come  to  me. 

By  Mr.  Curry: 

Question.  Are  they  presented  by  the  claimant  or  by  the  Clerk. 

Answer.  Usually  I  presented  them,  and  sometimes  the  parties 
themselves  did.  It  was  customary  to  leave  these  claims  in  the  ofBce, 
and  I  presented  them  to  the  committee. 

Question.  When  they  were  presented  by  the  parties  themselves, 
was  it  with  your  consent  ? 

Answer.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that ;  sometimes  there  would  be 
some  question  concerning  these  accounts,  and  then  the  parties  would 
want  to  talk  with  the  committee  themselves,  and  would  present  the 
accounts  themselves  to  the  committee. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Have  you  the  stationery  accounts  for  the  34th  Congress 
by  themselves  ? 

Answer.  I  have  ;  and  I  have  them  all  here. 

Question.  Will  you  present  them  to  the  committee? 

Answer.  I  will.     [The  witness  here  produced  a  bundle  of  papers.j 

By  Mr.  Ricaud: 
Question.  Were  these  vouchers  prepared  by  you  ? 
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Answer.  TKey  were. 

[After  some  examination  of  these  papers  they  were  returned  to  the 
witness,  the  clictirman  stating  that  they  would  be  placed  in  his  (wit- 
ness') custody,  subject  to  the  call  of  the  committee.] 

January  23,  1858. 
WniiAH  P.  Xnobam  recalled. 

By  fhe  Cbairman : 
Question,    ^on  stated,  when  you  were  giving  your  testimony  before, 
that  you  were  disbursing  clerk  under  Mr.  Cullom,  having  been  ap- 
pointed by  Ilim   on  the  11th  of  February,  1856  ;  where  did  you  live 
previouBly  to  your  appointment  ? 

Answer.  In  Kentucky. 

Question.   How  long  had  you  been  residing  there? 

Answer.  I  was  born  there,  and  had  always  lived  in  that  State. 

Question.   What  had  been  your  occupation  ? 

Answer.  At  one  time  I  was  engaged  in  merchandising.  I  also  per- 
formed service  on  my  father's  farm  before  that  time ;  but  latterly  I 
had  been  engaged  as  a  clerk  in  a  bank. 

Question.  Were  your  habits  and  pursuits  in  life  such  as  to  make  you 
acquainted  with  dealing  in  money  and  keeping  accounts  ? 

Answer.  They  were. 

Question.  Are  there  any  persons  at  present  in  this  city  who  knew 
you  while  you  resided  in  Kentucky  ? 

Answer.  There  is  a  gentleman  here  from  my  father's  neighborhood. 

Question.  Give  his  name. 

Answer.  Isaac  M.  Shepherd ;  he  is  now  a  clerk  in  the  Third  Au- 
ditor's department,  I  believe.  I  have  also  a  limited  acquaintance  with 
the  member  of  Congress  from  my  district,  Hon.  A.  G.  Talbott. 
My  acquaintance  with  him,  however,  is  very  limited,  and  I  have  only 
a  passing  acquaintance  with  him. 

Question.  In  what  county  in  Kentucky  did  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  I  was  born  in  Wayne  county,  but  was  living  in  Pulaski 
county  at  the  time  of  my  appointment. 

W.  PERRY  INGRAM. 

Daniel  Buck  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  position  do  you  occupy  in  relation  to  the  House 
of  Representatives? 

Answer.  I  have  charge  of  the  files  ot  the  House  and  of  the  office. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  occupied  that  position? 

Answer.  F.>r  13  years  past.  I  have  retained  it  under  the  several 
Clerks  who  have  been  elected  during  that  time. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  in  regard  to  the  usages  of  the  Clerks 
of  the  House  in  respect  to  the  procurement  of  stationery  for  the  House? 

Answer.  When  I  first  came  into  the  office  it  was  the  usage  of  the 
Clerk  to  adveriise  every  year ;  but  the  Clerk  of  the  House  changed  that 
usage  to  a  biennial  advertisement. 

Question.  How  long  ago  was  it  that  that  change  was  made? 
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Answer.  I  think  it  was  made  in  1846,  when  Mr.  B.  B.  French  wag 
Clerk. 

Question.   Has  that  heen  ti^e  invariable  usage  since  that  time? 

Answer.  It  has. 

Question.  State  what  was  done  while  Mr.  Cullom  was  in  the  office 
of  Clerk  in  regard  to  stationery. 

Answer.  The  advertisements  were  made  for  the  articles  that  were 
wanted,  and  those  advertisements  were  published  for  four  weeks  in  the 
papers  in  this  city. 

Question.  Who  made  out  the  advertisements? 

Answer.  I  think  I  made  them  out,  assisted  by  Mr.  Minnix,  the 
stationery  clerk. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Have  you  the  copies  of  those  advertisements  ? 
Answer.  I  have  nothing  but  the  papers  containing  the  printed  ad- 
vertisements. 

[The  Union  containing  the  printed  advertisement  was  sent  for.] 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  When  was  the  advertisement  made? 

Answer.  In  March  last,  I  think. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Cullom  here  when  it  was  made? 

Answer.  He  was.  I  think  he  went  away  a  short  time  after  the  ad- 
vertisement was  made  out,  but  after  he  had  signed  it. 

Question.  How  did  you  arrive  at  the  various  items  referred  to  in  the 
advertis  ment? 

Answer.  By  referring  to  the  wants  of  the  House  and  by  comparison 
with  former  advertisements. 

Question.  Who  prepared  the  advertisement  two  years  previously? 

Answer.  Col.  Forney. 

Question.  Who  prepared  the  advertisement  for  him  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  McKean. 

Question.  How  did  your  advertisement  compare  with  that  made  by 
Mr.  Forney? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  very  much  the  same. 

[Here  the  witness  left  the  room,  at  the  request  of  the  committee,  to 
procure  the  bids  and  contracts  for  the  stationery;  while  he  was  absent 
the  paper  containing  the  advertisement  referred  to  above  was  brought 
in,  and  upon  his  return  his  examination  was  resumed.] 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  I  think  you  said  that  the  advertisement  was  made  in 
May,  1857.  I  perceive  by  the  paper  here  that  the  advertisement  is 
dated  the  31st  of  March,  and  its  first  publication  was  on  the  8th  of 
April  ? 

Answer.  I  may  be  mistaken  about  that.  I  looked  into  the  paper 
and  saw  that  the  advertisement  was  published  on  the  20th  of  May.  I 
recollect  that  Mr.  Cullom  signed  it  a  few  days  before  he  went  away. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  take  any  part  in  preparing  the  adver- 
tisement, or  did  he  leave  it  to  you  and  Mr.  Minnix  to  prepare  ? 

Answer.  He  left  it  entirely  to  Mr.  Minnix  and  myself. 

Question.  What  position  does  Mr.  Minnix  occupy  ? 


ACCOUNTS  OF  WILLIAM  CULLOM.  229 

Answer.  Her  is  the  stationery  clerk. 

Qaestion.  How  long  has  he  occupied  that  position  ? 

Answer.  I  think  since  1850  or  1851. 

Question.  Did  you  and  he  discharge  that  duty  under  the  direction 
or  by  the  order  of  Mr.  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  We  did. 

Question.  Did  he  give  you  any  general  direction  about  the  mode  of 
performing  that  duty  ? 

Answer.  He  told  us  to  ascertain  what  was  wanted,  and  to  prepare 
the  usual  advertisement  accordingly. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Cullom  is  a  man  skilled  in 
stationery,  able  to  judge  as  to  its  quality,  price,  character,  &c.? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  that,  except  that  he  told  me  he 
knew  nothing  about  it.     He  desired  us  to  be  careiul  in  the  matter. 

Question.  Then  he  relied  upon  his  subordinates,  whom  he  supposed 
to  understand  the  matter  better  than  he  did  ? 

Answer.  He  did. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  bids  in  answer  to  that  advertisement  ? 

Answer.  We  did. 

Qaestion.  Have  you  those  bids  here  ? 

Answer.  I  have,  both  the  accepted  and  the  rejected  bids. 
By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Qaestion.  In  what  other  papers  was  this  advertisement  published 
besides  the  Union  ? 
Answer.  In  the  Intelligencer  and  the  Star. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Were  those  three  papers  those  in  which  proposals  were 
usually  published  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  there  a  greater  quantity  of  stationery  advertised  for 
than  osual? 

Answer.  I  think  about  the  same  quantity.  It  varies  a  little  in 
every  advertisement,  but  not  much. 

Question.  Was  it  more  or  less  this  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  have  not  compared  the  items  of  this  ad- 
vertisement with  any  of  the  previous  ones  since  last  April  or  March. 
I  think,  however,  it  was  about  the  same. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Qaestion.  Have  you  ascertained  by  experience  what  is  the  average 
consamption  of  stationery  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  the  bids  were  sent  in,  did  samples  accompany  the 
bids? 

Answer.  They  did. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  open  the  bids  and  examine  the 
samples  ? 

Answer.  Not  for  some  time  after  the  period  at  which  they  were  to 
be  opened,  in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  Mr.  Cullom.  They  were 
opened  after  his  return  from  Tennessee,  I  think  about  the  20th  of 
June,  perhaps  it  was  as  late  as  the  25th. 
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Question.  Where  were  the  bids  opened  and  the  samples  examined? 
Answer.  In  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
Question.  By  whom  was  this  done  ? 

Answer.  By  General  Cullom,  in  the  pretence  of  Mr.  Minnix  and 
myself. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  decide  upon  the  contracts  ? 
Answer.  He  did  generally,  after  we  had  reported  upon  the  quality 
of  the  samples. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  he  decide  these  contracts  upon  his  own  motion,  or 
did  he  rely  upon  the  judgment  of  his  subordinates? 

Answer.  We  went  through  the  samples,  and  selected  such  as  we 
thought  would  suit  the  requirements  of  the  House,  and  then  reported 
the  fact  to  him. 

Question.  Did  he  accept  of  such  bids  as  you  recommended? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  or  rather  I  do  not  recollect,  whether  lie  took 
exactly  the  same  samples  in  all  cases  or  not,  as  I  was  not  present  when 
the  awards  were  made. 

Question.  Who  informed  the  bidders  that  their  bids  were  accepted 
in  those  cases  upon  which  you  had  acted  favorably? 

Answer.  I  ^ent  the  contracts  to  them  myself ;  that  was  all  the  in- 
formation they  received. 

Question.  Did  you  draw  up  the  contracts? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Did  they  execute  them  at  their  residences  and  return 
them,  or  did  they  come  on  here  in  person  and  execute  them? 

Answer.  They  executed  them  at  their  residences, .except  in  one  case, 
where  the  contract  was  executed  in  this  city — Mr.  Ames,  who  happened 
to  be  in  this  city. 

Question.  Who  attended  to  that  business? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Did  General  Cullom  have  anything  to  do  personally  with 
preparing  or  executing  these  contracts? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  he  in  the  city,  or  absent,  at  the  time  of  their  exe- 
cution ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  was  absent. 

Question.  What  was  done  with  the  samples  that  accompanied  the 
bids? 

Answer.  They  are  in  the  oflSce — those  that  were  accepted. 

Question.  What  use  was  made  of  those  samples  ? 

Answer.  They  were  used  to  compare  with  the  stationery  sent  in 
under  the  contracts. 

Question.  Has  the  comparison  been  made  in  every  instance  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  By  whose  direction,  or  under  whose  instruction^  has  this 
comparison  been  made? 

Answer.  By  the  direction  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 

Question.   What  were  his  instructions  in  regard  to  comparing  the 
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articles  received  under  the  contracts  with  the  samples  accompanjing 
the  bids  ? 

Answer.  That  we  should  be  careful  to  see  that  thej  came  up  to  the 
samples  in  every  respect. 

Question.  Tou  can  state  whether  there  is  any  great  necessity  of 
watching  the  contractors  in  that  respect  or  not.  How  has  your  expe- 
rience been  in  regard  to  that  matter? 

Answer.  My  experience  is,  that  there  is  necessity  for  watchfulness. 
By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  How  is  it  under  the  existing  contracts  ?  Does  the  sta- 
tionery conform  to  the  samples? 

Answer.  I  think  it  does  to  a  great  extent.  They  can  deceive  the 
best  of  us. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Cullom  very  particular,  or  was  he  loose  in  his 
request  to  you  to  compare  the  stationery  received  with  the  samples  ? 

Answer.  He  desired  us  to  be  very  particular,  and  examine  so  far  as 
we  could. 

Question.  Did  he  assign  any  particular  reason  for  so  doing? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  recollect. 

Question.  In  selecting  from  the  samples,  what  was  your  criterion  in 
determining  what  to  accept  ? 

Answer.  In  respect  to  the  paper,  we  were  to  determine  according  to 
the  quality  and  the  price  of  the  kinds  that  members  generally  use. 
There  was  some  writing  paper  put  in  as  a  sample  which  was  as  high 
as  $6  or  $6  50  a  ream,  which  we  rejected  as  being  too  costly 

Question.  Tou  then  attempted,  as  I  understand,  to  get  about  the 
quality  usually  used,  and  about  the  price  usually  given  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  For  how  long  a  time  were  you  engaged  in  making  your 
selection  ? 

Answer.  I  think  about  a  week,  perhaps  a  little  longer. 

Question.  How  many  of  you  were  engaged  in  the  selection? 

Answer.  I  think  there  were  four  of  us  ? 

Question.  Did  you  put  your  samples  side  by  side,  so  as  to  compare 
them? 

Answer.  We  did. 

Question.  What  arrangement  did  you  make? 

Answer.  We  had  the  samples  arranged  on  tables,  each  man's  sam- 
ples by  themselves,  in  the  classes  for  which  he  submitted  his  bid. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  In  many  cases  did  not  the  stationery  fail  to  come  up  to 
the  samples  upon  which  the  contracts  were  awarded,  and  was  not  that 
fact  known  when  the  stationery  was  received  ? 

Answer.  It  might  not  have  come  up  to  the  samples,  but  I  do  not 
know  but  what  it  did,  as  near  as  we  could  judge.  You  can  take  a 
ream  of  paper,  and  the  diflferent  quires,  or  even  the  sheets,  will  be  of 
different  qualities. 

Question.  My  question  is,  was  not  a  great  deal  of  this  stationery 
received  when  it  was  known  that  it  did  not  come  up  to  the  standard  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  so.     I  do  not  know  that  there  was. 
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Question.  Who  examined  the  stationery  as  it  was  sent  in  and  re- 
ceived ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Minnix  received  it  all.  I  examined  a  portion  of  the 
paper,  by  taking  a  ream  out  of  the  cases  indiscriminately  ;  but  I  did 
not  examine  all  of  each  case. 

Question.  In  some  cases  was  not  the  contract  awarded  to  the  high- 
est' bidder  for  the  same  articles  of  stationery  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question.  Were  they  awarded  to  the  lowest  bidder  in  all  cases  ;  that 
is,  in  regard  to  the  quality  of  the  stationery  bid  for  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  was  the  case  in  every  instance. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  CuUom,  during  the  examination,  suggest  any 
samples  to  be  accepted  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not^  that  I  know  of. 
By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Did  Mr.  CuUom  interfere  in  any  way  in  awarding  the 
contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not  present  when  the  final  awards  were  made. 

Question.  How  many  samples  of  the  di£ferent  classes  of  stationery 
were  sent  in,  and  how  many  of  the  bidders  got  contracts? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  the  number  of  samples,  but  there  were 
four  parties  who  got  contracts. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  How  many  bidders  were  there? 

Answer.  I  think  there  were  some  thirty  for  all  the  different 
classes  ;  some  of  them  bid  only  for  one  or  two  classes.  That  is  my 
recollection  now,  though  I  will  not  be  positive  as  to  the  number. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  I  perceive  that  the  terms  of  the  advertisement  require 
that  the  bids  should  be  item  by  item.     What  was  tl  e  object  of  that? 

Answer.  That  we  might  be  enabled  to  select  any  item  from  a  man's 
whole  bill  and  reject  the  rest. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  these  parties  whose  bids 
were  accepted  had  been  i'urnishing  stationery  previously  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  some  of  them  had. 

Question.  Which  ones? 

Answer.  Taylor  &  Maury,  of  this  city,  and  McSpedon  &  Baker, 
of  New  York,  had  furnished  stationery  previously  ;  Mr.  Gideon  also 
supplied  stationery  under  Colonel  Forney  ;  nearly,  if  not  quite,  all  of 
the  stationers  of  this  city  have  been  contractors  at  one  time  or  another. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Gideon  continue  to  furnish  stationery  during 
the  time  Mr.  Cullom  was  in  oflSce  ? 

Answer.  He  furnished  the  folding-room  during  the  last  Congress, 
as  agent  for  the  contractors. 

Question.  What  kinds  of  stationery  are  used  in  the  folding-room  ? 

Answer.  Folding  paper  and  envelopes,  of  which  a  large  quantity 
is  used. 

Question.  How  did  you  arrive  at  your  estimates  for  the  quantity 
needed  there  ? 

Answer.  By  ascertaining  the  amount  used  during  previous  sessions, 
and  AndiDg  out  the  quantity  on  hand. 
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By  Mr.  Ricand : 

Qnestion.  Do  you  know  of  any  margin  allowed  to  Mr.  Cullom,  or 
to  any  in  his  employ,  by  bidders,  to  influence  the  awarding  of  contracts? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Were  there  any  lobby  members  about  while  you  were 
examining  these  samples  ? 
Answer.  There  were  none  that  I  knew  of. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Were  there  any  persons  in  the  room  with  you  at  the  time? 

Answer.  There  was  no  one  there  that  I  recollect  of  but  those  selected 
by  Mr.  Cullom  to  assist  him  in  selecting  from  the  samples  sent  in. 

Question.  Were  any  of  the  persons  called  in  to  make  this  examina- 
tion the  appointees  of  Mr.  Cullom,  or  were  they  oflScers  who  had  been 
continued  in  oflSce  by  him  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  greater  portion  of  the  examination  was  made 
by  persons  who  were  in  office  here  when  Mr.  Cullom  was  elected  ; 
there  may  have  been  one  or  two  of  the  other  clerks  in  a  part  of  the 
time. 

Question.  What  persons  were  present  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Barclay,  Mr.  Harris,  Mr.  Minnix,  and  .myself,  who 
were  in  office  before,  and  I  think  that  during  some  part  of  the  time 
Mr.  Baily  was  there,  who  was  in  office  before.  Upon  reflection,  I 
think  that  Mr.  Tompkins  and  Mr.  Walker,  appointees  of  Mr.  Cullom, 
were  present  a  part  of  the  time. 
By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  There  seem  to  be  a  great  many  bids  here  signed  ^'  Ames, 
Herrick,  Barnes  &  Rhodes;"  is  that  the  name  of  a  firm,  or  was  it 
merely  an  association  of  persons  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  these 
contracts  ? 

Answer.  It  is  the  name  of  a  firm  in  New  York,  but  the  contract 
was  entered  into  with  Mr.  Ames,  the  senior  partner  of  the  firm,  be- 
cause some  of  the  others  were  in  Europe.  Uad  the  contract  been 
made  out  in  the  name  of  the  firm  it  would  have  been  neceelsary  for 
them  all  to  have  signed  individually. 

Question.  Were  those  contracts  made  in  precise  accordance  with 
the  bids  ? 

Answer.  They  were,  I  think. 

Question.  Do  the. aggregate  sums  mentioned  in  the  contract  corre- 
spond with  the  accepted  bids  both  as  to  price  and  quantity  ? 

Answer.  That  was  the  intention,  and  I  have  no  doubt  such  was  the 
case. 

Question.  Did  you  take  security  for  the  faithful  performance  of  the 
contracts  ?  i 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  I  see  the  names  of  Mr.  Ames  and  Mr.  Gideon  signed  to 
one  of  the  contracts  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Gideon  signed  as  security  for  Mr.  Ames. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Tou  say  that  these  contracts  were  made  out  and  Bent  to 
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the  accepted  bidders,  who  executed  them  and  returned  them,  except 
in  instances  where  the  parties  resided  in  this  city,  or  happened  to  be 
here  ;  what  evidence  had  you  that  they  were  genuine? 

Answer.  Nothing  except  a  letter  from  the  parties,  stating  that  they 
had  executed  the  contracts  and  returned  them  ;  that  had  been  the 
practice  generally  followed  in  the  oflSce  for  years  previously. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  handwritingof  the  names  signed  here : 
"Ames,  Herrick,  Barnes  &  Rhodes,"  **  Wheelwright  &  Co.,"  and 
"McSpedon&  Baker?" 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  handwriting  of  Taylor  &  Maury  ? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  Tou  are  acquainted  with  writing,  are  you  not,  so  as  to 
judge  of  it? 

Answer.  I  suppose  I  am,  somewhat. 

Question.  Is  not  the  writing  of  the  first  three  signatures  to  which 
I  have  called  your  attention,  together  with  the  writing  in  the  body  of 
the  several  bids,  evidently  by  the  same  hand  ? 

Answer.  Upon  looking  at  it,  now  that  my  attention  has  been  called 
to  it,  1  should  ju  'ge  such  to  be  the  case ;  but  I  never  noticed  it  before. 
By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Was  the  stationery  in  all  cases  furnished  from  the  different 
places  assigned  as  the  places  of  business  of  the  parties  entering  into 
these  contracts  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  such  was  the  case. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  How  many  contracts  were  there? 

Answer.  There  were  five,  but  two  of  them  were  with  the  same  party. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Was  the  evident  fact  that  this  writing  in  these  separate 
bids  was  in  the  same  hand  observed  by  any  one  present  when  these 
bids  were  opened  ? 

Answer.  I  never  had  it  called  to  my  attention,  and  never  noticed  it 
before. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  What  is  the  meaning  of  some  of  these  items  being  scored 
off,  and  some  not  ? 

Answer.  The  scoring,  I  suppose,  indicates  that  those  items  are 
accepted,  or  rather  marked  for  acceptance,  though  all  that  were  scored 
were  not  accepted. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  I  notice  that  these  bids  seem  to  have  been  made  out  oa 
the  same  printed  form  for  several  parties.  Were  the  printed  forms 
prepared  here  and  furnished  to  bidders  ? 

Answer.  They  were  not. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 
Question.  What  printing  did  you  have  done  in  connexion  with  this 
matter  ? 
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Answer.  Only  the  advertisement. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether,  at  the  time  when  these  hids  were 
Bent  in,^  any  of  these  bidders  were  in  this  city,  except  Taylor  & 
Maory,  who  lived  here? 

Answer.  My  impression  is,  that  Mr.  Baker,  of  the  firm  of  McSpe- 
don  &  Baker,  was  here  a  part  of  the  time.  There  were  several  here 
on  the  first  of  June.  I  think,  also,  that  another  bidder  was  here  : 
Mr.  Je^sop.  I  think  he  brougjht  his  samples  in  himself.  There  were 
general  bidders  here  who  resided  in  the  city. 

Question.  Do  you  know  by  whom  the  samples  from  Mr.  Wheel- 
wright, Mr.  Ames,  and  Messrs.  McSpedon  and  Baker,  were  brought 
here? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Wheelwright,  or  any  member  of  his  firm,  in 
the  city  at  any  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.     I  am  not  acquainted  with  him. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  How  did  you  decide  upon  the  bids  ? 

Answer.  The  practice  is,  to  give  the  contract  to  the  lowest  bidder, 
where  the  samples  were  equal  in  quality  ;  though,  as  I  have  before 
said,  I  was  not  present  when  the  awards  were  made. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  The  object  of  this  committee  is  to  find  out  whether  Mr, 
Cnllom,  as  Clerk  of  the  House,  or  any  of  his  subordinates,  has  been 
guilty  of  misfeasance  or  malfeasance  of  any  kind,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly. Do  you  know  of  any  fact  of  any  nature  that  would  aid  the 
committee  to  find  out  anything  of  the  kind  concerning  which  you 
have  not  been  interrogated  ?  If  so,  you  will  please  state  it  to  the 
committee. 

Answer.  I  know  of  nothing  of  the  kind. 

DANIEL  BUCK. 

William  H.  Minnix  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  oflSce  do  you  hold  ? 

Answer.  I  am  the  stationery  clerk  of  the  House,  and  also  enter 
petitions  in  the  books  of  each  committee  of  the  House. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  held  that  oflSce? 

Answer.  I  have  held  it  between  seven  and  eight  years. 

Question.  This  committee  have  been  shown  an  advertisement  for 
stationery,  which  purports  to  have  been  issued  from  the  Clerk's  office 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  March  last,  and  which  was  pub- 
lished in  the  papers  in  this  city.  Will  you  tell  the  committee  what 
you  know  about  the  getting  up  of  that  advertisement? 

Answer.  So  far  as  the  stationery  for  the  use  of  the  members  of  the 
House  and  of  the  posk  office  of  the  House  was  concerned,  I  made  the 
estimate  of  the  amount  and  kinds  of  stationery  required. 

Question.  Upon  what  principle  did  you  prepare  that  estimate? 

Answer.  I  took  into  consideration   the  amount  of  statioueTy  ^Q 
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were  in  the  habit  of  purchasing,  which  I  learned  by  looking  at  the  old 
estimates  and  advertisements.  I  have  at  times,  though  I  do  not  know 
as  I  did  the  last  time^  rather  increased  the  amount|  in  consequence 
of  the  increase  of  the  force  of  the  House,  an(^  the  increase  in  the 
number  of  members  from  the  addition  of  new  States  and  Territories. 

Question.  How  was  it  in  this  case? 

Answer.  I  think  I  rather  cut  down  than  increased  the  quantity  esti- 
mated for.  That  fact  can  be  ascertained  by  comparing  the  advertise- 
ment with  some  of  the  former  ones. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  any  assistance  in  preparing  these  esti- 
mates from  Mr.  CuUom,  or  did  you  prepare  them  yourself,  under  bis 
direction  ? 

Answer.  He  directed  me  to  prepare  the  estimates.  I  do  not  recollect 
as  he  said  anything  to  me  as  to  the  amounts  to  be  estimated  for.  I 
rather  think  he  told  me  to  prepare  a  careful  estimate,  or  something  of 
that  kind,  of  what  was  necessary.  There  was  some  conversation  upon 
the  subject,  and  I  may  have  urged  upon  him  to  get  out  the  advertise- 
ment as  soon  as  possible. 

Question.  When  was  this  advertisement  prepared  ? 

Answer.  It  was  prepared  directly  after  the  adjournment  of  Congress. 
I  had  kept  some  account  of  the  articles  that  had  given  out  during  the 
previous  session,  so  as  to  know  what  was  desired.  I  urged  upon  Mr. 
Cullom  to  have  the  advertisement  out  early,  as  it  was  necessary  some- 
times to  have  some  of  the  articles  advertised  for  manufactured.  And 
sometimes  bidders,  or  those  desiring  to  bid,  would  say  that  they  had 
not  time  to  get  those  things  from  Europe  which  could  not  be  obtained 
here. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  profess  to  know  anything  about  sta- 
tionery? 

Answer.  I  think  he  has  stated  very  often  to  me  that  he  knew  noth- 
ing about  it.  So  far  as  my  recollection  now  goes,  he  enjoined  care 
upon  me  in  making  the  estimates.  But  I  never  charged  my  mind 
with  the  conversations  we  had  upon  this  subject,  though  that  is  my 
impression.  I  had  no  idea  that  I  should  ever  be  called  upon  to  testify 
in  relation  to  this  matter. 

Question.  Who  received  the  bids  that  were  sent  in  in  answer  to  the 
advertisement  ? 

Answer.  My  impression  is,  that  the  Clerk  received  them,  but  I  do 
not  know.  The  law  makes  it  obligatory  upon  the  Clerk  to  receive  and 
open  the  bids.  He  may  not  have  been  here  at  the  time  they  were  sent 
in,  but  his  chief  clerk  would  be  the  proper  officer  to  receive  them  in 
that  case. 

Question.  Into  whose  possession  did  the  bids  come  when  they  came 
into  the  office? 

Answer.  When  they  came  into  the  office,  if  the  Clerk  was  not 
present,  I  presume  the  chief  clerk  took  possession  of  Ihem. 

Question.  Were  you  present  when  those  bids  were  opened  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  that  I  was. 

Question.  Where  were  the  samples  opened? 

Answer.  They  were  opened  in  the  room  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  AflFairs. 
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Question    Were  the  bids  opened  there  or  not  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Who  were  present  when  the  samples  were  opened  and 
examined  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Buck,  Mr.  Barclay,  Mr.  Harris,  and  Mr.  Walker  were 
there  when  the  samples  were  arranged ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  as  they 
were  present  when  they  were  examined.  A  young  man  by  the  name 
of  Owens  opened  the  samples,  assisted  by  some  colored  men  employed 
here,  I  think.  ^ 

Question.  Who  were  there  to  examine  these  samples  ? 

Answer.  General  CuUom  requested  all  who  belonged  to  the  office, 
if  I  recollect  aright,  to  examine  the  samples,  and  say  which  were  best, 
in  our  opinions.  We  all  went  over  the  specimens,  and  marked  those 
we  selected  and  laid  aside  for  the  office  as  "  good,"  ^^prettygood," 
*"  very  good,"  ^'  fine,"  "  fair,"  or  something  of  the  kind.  We  then 
took  those  thus  marked  and  put  them  together  by  themselves,  and  I 
presume  General  Cullom  selected  such  as  he  thought  best.  Some  of 
the  articles  had  the  prices  marked  on  them,  and,  though  they  may 
have  been  the  best  articles  of  the  kind  presented,  we  did  not  take 
them,  as  we  considered  them  too  costly.  In  the  Senate  they  can  pay 
any  price  they  please,  because  the  members  of  that  body  are  not  lim- 
iU^  in  the  amount  of  their  stationery.  But  members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  are  limited,  and  we  are  consequently  compelled  some- 
times not  to  get  so  good  an  article  as  we  otherwise  would  on  account 
of  the  price.  And  we  are  sometimes  in  a  difficulty  in  this  way ;  if  an 
article  is  not  very  ^ood,  but  is  very  cheap,  members  will  complain  of 
the  quality ;  if  it  is  very  good,  but  the  price  is  high,  members  will 
then  complain  of  the  price.  Mr.  Johnson,  who  was  the  Postmaster  of 
the  House  during  Colonel  Forney's  term  as  Clerk,  used  to  make  more 
complaints  about  the  stationery  than  has  been  made  since. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  execution  of  the  con- 
tracts? 

Answer.  I  took  the  bids  and  went  over  them  and  made  out  a  list  of 
the  articles  marked  to  be  taken  and  handed  that  list  to  Mr.  Buck,  and 
he  then  drew  up  the  contracts  in  the  regular  form. 

Question.  When  the  stationery  arrived  who  examined  it? 

Answer.  I  did,  principally,  though  I  did  not  always  rely  upon  my 
own  judgment ;  indeed^  I  scarcely  ever  did,  but  asked  other  gentle- 
men to  assist  me  ;  among  others  Mr.  Buck.  General  Cullom  told  the 
gentlemen  in  the  room  at  the  time  we  examined  the  samples  that  he 
would  be  glad  to  have  them  all  look  at  the  stationery  when  it  arrived 
and  see  that  it  came  up  to  the  samples. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  the  stationery  furnished  come  up  to  the  samples  ? 

Answer.  So  far  as  I  know,  it  did.  There  may  have  been  some  few 
small  articles  that  were  different.  In  the  case  of  envelopes,  for  in- 
stance, there  might  have  been  a  difference,  for  it  is  almost  impossible 
to  ma^e  them  run  exactly  even.  Some  of  the  gentlemen  in  the  office 
would  not  decide ;  some  of  them  might  say  that  the  stationery  fur- 
nished was  not  quite  so  heavy  as  the  samples,  others  would  say  that 
it  was  better. 
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By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  General  Cullom  give  you,  as  stationery  clerk,  io- 
structions  that  the  stationery  received  should  come  up  to  the  sampler? 

Answer.  He  did,  most  emphatically. 

Question.  Were  you  instructed  to  reject  the  stationery  that  did  not 
come  up  to  the  samples  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir ;  that  is,  all  articles  that  we  had  samples  for.  Id 
regard  to  some  of  the  articles  cpntracted  for,  or  advertised  for,  we 
might  decide  that  all  of  the  samples  sent  in  were  such  as  were  not 
suitable  for  us,  in  regard  to  the  prices,  or  in  some  other  respects. 

Question.  Are  these  samples  preserved? 

Answer.  They  are. 

Question.  Has  all  the  stationery  been  received  ? 

Answer.  It  has. 

Question.  Did  yon  examine  the  bids  that  were  put  in,  and  notice 
the  paper  upon  which  the  bids  were  written  ? 

Answer.  £  did  not.  We  were  directed  to  arrange  the  bids  so  that 
they  could  be  easily  gone  over.  My  recollection  is,  that  I  did  not  go 
over  the  bids  at  all.  My  immediate  business  was  to  examine  the 
samples. 

Question.  Were  the  bids  spread  out  with  the  samples  ? 

Answer.  They  were,  either  on  the  same  tables,  or  on  separate 
tables. 

Question.  How  long  were  you  engaged  in  examining  the  samples? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.  We  were  up  there  for  several  days; 
perhaps  a  week  or  more. 

Question.  Did  you  know  any  of  the  parties  whose  bids  were  ac- 
cepted ? 

Answer.  I  know  Taylor  &  Maury,  of  this  city;  I  know  Mr.  Baker 
when  I  see  him,  but  1  do  not  know  Mr.  McSpedon,  his  partner;  I 
know  Mr.  Ames  ;  have  been  acquainted  with  hira  a  short  time  ;  I  do 
not  know  Mr.  Wheelwright.  1  had  nothing  to  do  with  making  the 
estimate  for  the  folding-room. 

Question.  Who  made  that  estimate  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  Mr.  Buck  made  it. 

Question.  Did  either  of  these  contractors  furnish  stationery  before? 

Answer.  Mr.  Ames  did,  during  the  last  Congress. 

Question.  Did  Baker  &  McSpedon  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Wheelwright  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  he  did  not.  Baker  &  McSpedon  furnished 
some  for  the  33d  Congress ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  of  seeing  Mr. 
Wheelwright's  name  in  connexion  with  this  matter. 

Question.  Has  your  business  been  such  as  to  lead  yon  to  observe 
handwriting. 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  it  has. 

Question.  Look  at  these  bids,  and  say  if  you  know  this  hand- 
writing ? 

Answer.  ,1  do  not  know  anything  about  it,  except  what  I  have 
seen  or  heard  here.     I  have  become  very  familiar  with  this  hand- 
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Ij  attention  has  been  called  to  this  handwriting   very 

[r.  Davis : 

Who  called  your  attention  to  it  ? 
Every  person  who  saw  it. 

Do  you  mean  in   reference  to   the  handwriting  of  all 
eing  the  same  ? 
I  do. 

Who  first  called  your  attention  to  it  ? 
Mr.  Jessop.  I  was  directed  to  take  these  bids  into  the 
lonel  Carter,  the  chief  clerk.  When  I  got  in  there,  Mr. 
i  permission  to  look  at  them  ;  I  placed  them  before  him. 
;hem,  and  I  left  the  room.  Subsequently  I  went  in  there, 
itioned  in  my  presence,  but  I  do  not  recollect  whether  to 
lonel  Carter^  that  there  was  a  similarity  in  the  writing. 

Do  you  know  the  writing  ? 
I  do  not. 

How  long  have  you  been  in  the  oflSce  you  now  hold  ? 
I  came  in  when  Judge  Toung  was  elected  Clerk  of  the 

Have  you  ever  observed  before  that  bids  from  various 
country  were  in  the  same  handwriting  ? 
I  do  not  recollect  that  I  have.     I  did  not  observe  that 
case  until  my  attention  was  called  to  it. 

Ir.  Ricaud : 

Did  you  observe  this  when  the  bids  were  opened  ? 
Not  that  I  know  of;  if  I  did,  I  do  not  now  .recollect  it. 

How  long  ago  was  it  that  your  attention  was  called  to  it? 
About  a  month  ago,  I  should  think. 
,  Who  called  your  attention  to  it? 
Mr.  Jessop. 

.  Was  Mr.  Jessop  present  when  the  bids  were  open'id? 
I  recollect  of  his  being  down  stairs,  and  hearing  General 
pretty  strong  language  towards  him. 
.  Who  was  Mr.  Jessop? 
He  was  one  of  the  bidders. 

kir.  Curry : 

.  Who  else  called  your  attention  to  this  writing? 

I  do  not  know.     I  heard  a  Mr.  Hart  say  the  other  day, 
n  of  the  C -mmittee  on  Commerce,  that  many  of  the  bids 
I  same  handwriting. 
.  Who  is  this  Mr.  Hart? 

I  think   he  was   the  clerk  of   the   Committee  on  the 

I   think  I  noticed   what  was  said,  more   particularly, 

was  said  in  the  presence  of  some  members  of  Congress. 

te  point  to  which  I  would  like  to  refer  again  here :     I  was 

the  stationery  had  been  received.  The  whole  amount  has 
red.  But  there  were  some  newspaper  envelopes  which, 
a  the  requirements  of  the  contract,  were  to  be  self-sealing. 
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The  sample  selected  happened  to  be  one  without  any  gum  upon  it» 
That  sample  was  sent  on  to  have  the  supply  made  by  it.  I  sent  it 
without  thinking  to  state  that  the  envelopes  should  be  self-sealing, 
supposing  that  tne  contract  would  show  it.  The  contractor  sent  us 
some  without  the  gluten.  I  notified  Mr.  Gideon,  who  seemed  to  be 
the  agent  of  the  contractor,  or  something  of  the  kind,  of  the  fact,  and 
he  told  me  that  he  would  see  that  others  were  furnished.  I  had  some 
12,600  then,  and  have  had  sent  to  me  some  thirty-odd  thousand  since. 
I  was  told  by  Mr.  Clubb,  the  stationery  clerk  of  the  Senate,  that  the 
price  of  the  two  kinds  of  envelopes  was  the  same.  The  contractor  has 
corrected  it  in  part. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  your  attention  was  first 
called  to  the  similarity  in  this  handwriting  by  Mr.  Jessop,  in  Mr. 
Carter's  room,  while  he  was  standing  at  the  desk.  Was  that  the  first 
time  that  your  attention  was  called  to  it  ? 

Answer.  The  first  that  I  recollect. 

Question.  Since  that  time  have  you  heard  this  matter  referred  to? 

Answer.  Very  often  since  that  time.  I  have  heard  it  referred  to  in 
company  frequently. 

Question.  Did  General  CuUom  ever  speak  to  you  about  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  of  there  being  a  word  said  about  the 
matter  by  him  to  me,  or  by  me  to  him. 

Question.  The  object  of  this  committee  is  to  find  out,  if  we  can, 
whether  there  has  been  any  corruption,  malfeasance,  misfeasance,  or 
indirection  in  this  matter,  in  any  way  implicating  G-eneral  Cullom, 
or  any  of  his  employes,  in  connexion  with  the  contractors.  Do  you 
know  of  any  fact  that  you  have  not  stated  to  the  committee  ?  If  so, 
you  will  state  it  fully. 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  anything  of  the  kind. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  margin  allowed  by  any  parties  to 
induce  the  acceptance  of  their  bids  ? 

Answer.  There  was  nothing  of  the  kind  that  I  have  any  knowl- 
edge of. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Do  you  receive  and  have  charge  of  all  the  stationery? 

Answer.  I  do ;  but  I  turn  over  to  the  Postmaster  such  as  is  needed 
to  supply  the  various  members  of  the  House  and  the  post  office. 

Question.  Do  you  charge,  under  their  several  heads,  all  that  you 
deliver  ? 

Answer.  We  have  recently  got  into  the  habit  of  putting  down  the 
names  of  the  persons  to  whom  the  stationery  is  delivered.  We  put 
under  the  head,  say  of  Doorkeeper,  the  different  persons  to  whom 
stationery  is  delivered,  but  it  is  all  charged  under  one  general  head. 
But  we  do  not  put  down  the  names  in  the  post  office  to  whom  station- 
ery is  delivered,  because  there  is  a  pass-book  kept  between  that  and 
our  office,  and  there  is  no  necessity  for  the  other  arrangement.    I  very 
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Dften  deliver  for  the  post  office  without  the  pafis-hook,  but  I  go  in  then 
and  charge  it. 

Question.  Do  you  keep  an  account  of  all  that  you  deliver  to  the 
post  office? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  sometimes,  when  I  am  very  busy,  I  may 
overlook  something,  a  few  quills  or  a  few  pens  got  by  a  clerk  or  a 
messenger,  which  may  not  be  put  down. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Where  is  all  this  stationery  kept  ? 

Answer.  I  have  two  rooms  near  the  post  office,  the  entrance  to 
which  is  the  first  in  the  passage  after  you  pass  the  post  office,  going 
around  to  the  Clerk's  office. 

By  Mr.  Davis: 

Question.  You  say  you  know  of  no  fraud,corruption,  or  collusion  on 
the  part  of  G-eneral  CuUom  or  any  of  his  clerks  or  subordinates  m 
reference  to  the  acceptance  of  these  bids,  or  in  the  disbursement  of 
this  stationery  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  at  all,  directly  or  indirectly;  nothing  further 
than  from  hearsay,  as  others  have  heard. 

Question.  Do  you  keep  a  record  and  charge  yourself  with  all  the 
stationery  that  comes  into  your  possession,  credit  yourself  with  all 
that  goes  out,  the  date  when  it  goes  out,  the  person  to  whom  it  was 
delivered,  and  the  price  ? 

Answer.  We  have  commenced  it  now.  Mr.  Allen  has  directed  that 
such  books  should  be  kept.  The  post  office  was  never  kept,  that  I 
know  of,  in  any  other  way  than  a  mere  running  account.  The  date 
is  nothing  when  the  report  is  made  out,  which  is  at  the  commencement 
of  the  session.  For  instance,  all  the  paper  of  a  certain  price  which 
has  been  taken  by  the  post  office,  no  matter  when  taken,  is  put  down 
in  the  aggregate  as  so  many  reams,  and  it  may  amount  to  200  or  300 
reams.  That  is  the  way  we  have  been  in  the  habit  of  doing  unti} 
lately. 

Question.  Does  all  the  stationery  come  into  your  possession? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  value  of  it  all  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  can  you  tell  where  it  goes,  or  the  use  made  of  it? 

Answer.  We  have  generally  kept  a  minute  of  that  fact. 

Question.  Where  are  those  minutes  ? 

Answer.  They  are  up  stairs,  such  as  they  are.  As  to  the  amount 
that  comes  into  my  hands,  I  suppose  that  the  bills  for  stationery  paid 
by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  will  show  that.  They  are  reported  annually 
at  the  commencement  of  each  session.  So  far  as  the  bills  of  the  last 
Congress  are  concerned  I  have  no  book  showing  what  came  in.  I 
have  generally  kept  a  little  kind  of  memorandum  of  what  was  sent  to- 
me,  that  is,  a  memorandum  is  sent  to  me  with  the  articles,  and  I 
have  checked  them  off  as  they  came  in.  As  for  the  particular  articles 
going  out,  I  think  I  have  been  as  particular  as  most  persons  would 
have  been  under  the  circumstances,  having  the  amount  of  business  I 
have  had  to  do,  and  no  one  to  help  me  in  the  roonu    Until  General 

H.  Eep.  Com.  188 16 
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Cullom  came  in,  I  did  not  have,  at  times,  any  one  even  to  help 
bring  the  stationery  to  my  room. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  There  is  one  thing  you  said  about  which  I  wish  to  f 
you  some  questions.  You  say  that  the  stationery  bills  paid  by  the  Cl< 
of  the  House  will  show  all  the  stationery  that  you  receive,  becai 
all  the  stationery  goes  into  your  possession.  Was  that  what  ; 
said  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  certain  that  those  bills  would  show  that ;  bn 
should  judge  they  would.  I  can  bring  down  here  some  memoran 
of  the  articles  sent  to  me,  because  they  were  generally  aocompani 
by  such  memoranda,  for  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  taking  t 
bills  and  memoranda,  after  I  had  checked  off  the  articles  as  th 
came  in,  and  pasting  them  together.  Sometimes  the  articles  tl 
were  called  for  by  the  memoranda  for  one  particular  box  would  d 
all  come  in  that  box.  Sometimes  a  box  would  have  some  thio 
charsred  to  another  box. 

Question.  When  the  stationery  coes  out  from  your  oflSce  do  y 
keep  any  note  or  memorandum  of  that  fact  ? 

Answer.  I  kept  a  memorandum  pretty  generally  during  the  h 
Congress.   To  be  sure,  in  the  Clerk's  office,  or  the  account  for  the  Cleri 
office,  I  may  not  have  charged  everything. 
By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Do  you  keep  a  memorandum  of  the  price  ? 
Answer.  Tes,  sir. 
By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Does  all  the  stationery  pass  through  your  hands? 

Answer.  I  think  so,  all  of  it ;  and  all  the  bills  of  stationery  receiri 
that  I  have  certified  are  correct. 
By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  When  you  are  unable  to  be  in  your  office  for  a  day  or  ti 
at  a  time,  is  stationery  delivered  from  your  office  during  your  absence 

Answer.  It  is ;  I  have  been  sick  for  weeks  at  a  time,  and  ith 
been  going  out  all  the  time. 

Question.  Have  you  no  control  of  it  in  your  absence  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not ;  when  Mr.  McKean,  the  chief  clerk  und 
Colonel  Forney,  was  here,  I  was  forced  to  leave  my  key  with  him  d 
ring  my  absence  ;  and  I  have  understood  that  he  frequently  left  it  ( 
his  desk  all  night ;  I  am  entirely  under  the  control  of  the  Clerk,  whoa 
demand  my  key  from  me  at  any  time. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  When  General  Cullom  was  in  office  did  he  ever  havetl 
key  of  your  room  ? 

Answer.  Only  upon  one  occasion,  I  think  ;  I  was  unwell  about U 
weeks  with  a  hemorrhage,  and  my  wife  sent  the  key  to  him,  enclo» 
in  a  note ;  and  while  I  was  away  last  summer  Mr.  Ingram  had  tl 

key. 

By  Mr.  Davis  : 

Question.  In  your  absence  who  attetided  to  your  business  for  yon 
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er.  I  do  not  know  as  I  can  tell ;  I  think  Mr.  Emerick  some- 

d  the  key,  and  sometimes  Mr.  Buck  had  it. 

ion.  I  understand  that  when  you  were  absent  those  men  had 

\  your  office  ? 

er.  I  do  not  know  who  had  access  to  it ;  any  one  to  whom 

k  choose  to  give  the  key,  I  suppose. 

ion.  Did  you  leave  your  books  there,  so  that  when  any  sta- 

fraa  taken  out  it  could  be  charged  ? 

er.  Yes,   sir ;   the  books,  such  as  they  were,  were  always 

hether  I  was  there  or  not ;    they  were  mere  memorandum 

1  which  a  running  account  was  kept  without  any  posting. 

ion.  When  you  returned  again  to  your  duties,  did  you  find 

ounts  in  those  books  all  kept  up  ? 

er.  I  think  that  generally  mere  memoranda  on  paper  were 

ile  I  was  absent. 

ion.  Since  Mr.  Cullom  has  been  clerk,  have  you  ever  given 

onery  except  to  persons  entitled  to  it  as  officers  of  the  House  ? 

er,  I  have. 

ion.  To  whom  ? 

er.  I  do  not  recollect  to  whom,  particularly ;   I  have  made 

tie  presents  of  things  ;  I  have  considered  that  I  was  entitled 

le  stationery  myself ;  sometimes  I  have  had  samples  that  I 

kI,  which  never  were  paid  for  by  the  office,  and  I  might  have 

half  of  ream  of  paper  and  some  other  things  besides  ;  I  con- 

bhat  I  was  entitled  to  what  the  office  allowed  the  other  clerks. 

ion.  Do  you  know  what  the  stationery  and  other  things  that 

e  thus  taken  amounts  to  ? 

er.  I  do  not.     I  do  not  suppose  that  for  the  whole  eight  years 

»een   here  that  I  have  used  myself  or  given  away  altogether 

►rth  of  stationery. 

ion.  I  want  to  confine  this  examination  to  the  last  two  years. 

L  name  any  person  to  whom  you  gave  anything  ? 

er.  I  gave  a  dressing  case  to  the  present  Clerk  of  the  House, 

).  Allen;  I  do  not  know  that  Mr.  Allen  ever  knew  that  it  was 

•ged  to  his  account.     If  he  did  know  it,  he  probably  supposed 

vas  all  right. 

ion.  It  was  a  present  from  you  to  him  ? 

er.  It  was. 

ion.  Do  you  recollect  of  any  other  present  made  by  you? 

er.  I  gave  a  portfolio  to  a  lady,  last  Christmas,  but  I  think  it 

y  worth  while  to  name  her. 

ion.  What  amount  of  stationery  and  other  articles  have  gone 

iray  daring  Mr.  CuUom's  term  ? 

er.  I  have  no  idea.     I  delivered  to  clerks  and  others  pretty 

hat  they  called  for. 

ion.  Has  Mr.  Cullom,  as  Clerk  of  the  House,  received  as  much 

iray,  or  any  more,  than  his  predecessors  in  office  ? 

er.  I  do  not  think  he  has. 

iy  the  Chairman : 

ion.  You  were  speaking  of  what  the  clerks  considered  as  theit 

What  did  that  amount  to? 
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Answer.  They  considered  that  they  were  entitled  to  about  the  same 
amount  as  a  member  of  Congress,  that  is,  |46  worth  for  the  long  session, 
and  $25  for  a  short  session. 

Question.  Has  that  been  the  custom  of  the  clerks  ever  since  you  have 
been  in  oflSce  ? 

Answer.  That  is  my  recollection.     Some  of  them  may  have  gone 
beyond,  where  it  was  necessary.     They  are  not  limited,  exactly;  but 
that  has  been  the  general  understanding.     I  believe  when  Mr.  Mc- 
Kean  came  in  as  chief  clerk  he  so  decided. 
By  Mr.  Curry: 

Question.  Did  they  get  their  statio^^ery  from  you? 
Answer.  They  did. 

Question.  We  have  got  a  parcel  of  stationery  here  for  the  use  of  this 
committee.     What  note  do  you  make  of  that? 

Answer.  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  it;  the  Postmaster  furnishes  that. 
By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Who  furnishes  the  diflTerent  committees? 
Answer.  The  Postmaster. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Has  not^  within  the  last  two  years,  a  large  amount  of 
stationery  been  given  out  by  you  to  persons  who  were  not  entitled  to 
it  as  officers  of  the  House  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  of  bavins  given  out  any  stationery  un- 
less by  order  of  the  Clerk,  except  as  I  nave  stated. 

Question.  Have  you  charged  yourself  with  the  articles  you  have 
mentioned  ? 

Answer.  I  may  not  have  done  so  at  all  times.  I  do  not  recollect 
whether  I  charged  myself  with  that  dressing  case  or  not.  But  I  can 
say  that  I  havebeen  quite  as  particular  with  myself  as  I  am  with  other 
persons. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  You  speak  of  persons  to  whom  you  have  made  presents 
outside  of  the  office,  persons  not  connected  with  the  office  in  anyway. 
Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  considered  those  presents  as  embraced 
within  the  limits  of  what  you  considered  yourself  entitled  to  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir.  I  do  not  think  I  have  taken  or  given  away 
more  than  is  allowed  to  members  of  the  House. 

Question.  Did  you  make  these  presents  to  persons  under  whom  yon 
held  office,  or  were  they  given  to  y6ar  friends  and  social  acquaintances? 

Answer.  Merely  to  my  friends  and  relatives.  If  I  had  anything  that 
I  considered  mine,  and  chose  to  give  it  away,  I  gave  it  to  them.  I 
thought  I  was  particular,  very,  myself. 

Question.  The  present  you  speak  of  having  given  to  a  lady  was  a 
€hristmas-gift,  I  understand  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  is  there  to  prevent  members  of  Congress  from  ap- 
propriating more  stationery  than  is  allowed  by  law  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  see  how  they  can  get  it,  unless  I  choose  to  let 
them  have  it.  Grentlemen  present  know  that  members  of  Congress 
are  in  the  habit  of  coming  into  my  office  with  their  gentlemen  and 


ACXX)UNTS   OP  WILLIAM   CULLOM.  245 

lady  friends,  sometimes  four  or  five  of  them,  to  look  at  my  cases  as 
they  have  been  open.  It  was  a  very  usual  thing  for  them  to  do  so, 
though  not  so  much  so  now,  for  we  scarcely  allow  members  of  Con- 
gress to  come  into  the  office  and  look  at  the  articles  there.  But  during 
the  last  Congress  they  did  it  a  great  deal.  I  throw  the  cases  open 
for  them,  and  sometimes  may  have  to  deliver  stationery  to  other 
persons,  perhaps  to  the  post  office  at  the  same  time.  I  do  not  know 
as  there  was  anything  to  prevent  their  taking  articles  surreptitiously, 
ktldo  not  know  that  they  have  done  so,  and  I  do  not  think  they 
have. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Do  you  deliver  stationery  on  the  orders  of  members,  or 
do  they  not  get  all  their  stationery  of  the  Postmaster  ? 

Answer.  If' I  deliver  anything  to  members  of  Congress   themselves 
it  is  because  the  Postmaster  is  busy,  or  something  occurs  to  prevent 
his  attending  to  it.     But  I  charge  it  to  the  post  office,  and  go  there 
and  have  it  charged  to  the  members,  unless  I  forget  it,  perhaps. 
By  the  Chairman  :  , 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  give  you  any  instructions  or  directions 
to  exercise  caution  in  the  delivery  of  stationery  ? 

Answer.  He  has  very  frequently  cautioned  me  to  be  very  careful, 
ind  I  consider  thati  have  been. 

WM.  H.  MINNIX. 

John  M.  Barclat  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  official  position  and  how  long  have  you 
leld  it? 

Answer.  I  am  the  journal  clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
,nd  have  held  the  office  as  assistant  clerk  for  some  ten  years  past,  and 
till  hold  it. 

Question.  I  wish  you  to  state  what  you  know  in  reference  to  the 
tationery  contracted  for  and  delivered  while  General  Cullom  was  the 
ylerk  of  the  House. 

xinswer.  I  have  very  little  knowledge  upon  the  subject,  except  what 
L  obtained  when  present  at  the  time  the  specimens  were  opened  and 
examined  during  last  summer.  I  think  that  was  the  only  occasion 
luring  his  term  that  I  have  been  present  when  the  stationery  was 
exhibited  or  talked  about. 

Question.  What  occurred  on  that  occasion  ? 

Answer.  I  was  there  a  portion  of  several  days.  I  think  that  on  the 
Brst  day  boxes  and  bundles  of  stationery  were  opened,  and  the  samples 
exposed  upon  tables.  It  was  examined  by  all  of  us.  I  did  not  give 
the  examination  as  much  attention  as  the  others,  perhaps,  a?  I  was 
tinwell  a  part  of  the  time.  I  think  that  Mr.  Buck  and  Minnix  gave 
it  the  most  attention. 

Question.  At  whose  request  did  you  go  there  ? 

Answer.  At  the  request  of  Mr.  Cullom. 

Question.  What  reason  did  he  assign  for  requesting  you  to  go  there  ? 

Answer.  He  disclaimed  a  knowledge  of  many  of  the  articles  that 
irere  likely  to  be  desired,  and  wished  the  benefit  of  the  experience  of 
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those  who  were,  perhaps,  more  familiar  with  stationery  and  the  wants 
and  requirements  of  the  office  than  himself. 

Question.  What  occurred  while  you  were  present  ? 

Answer.  The  stationery  was  opened;  the  paper  was  tried  by  writing 
upon  it;  the  wax  was  tried  by  burning  it  and  using  it  on  paper,  and 
the  fancy  articles  were  looked  at  and  examined. 

Question.  In  other  words  you  examined  the  articles  until  you  were 
satisfied  as  to  their  quality  ? 

Answer.     Yes,  sir. 

Question  State,  if  you  please,  if  you  made  the  selections  at  that 
time,  and  the  principles  upon  which  you  made  them  ? 

Answer.  I  had  very  little  to  do  with  making  any  selections.  I 
recollect  of  expressing  the  opinion  there,  and  I  think  it  was  remarked 
by  others,  that  a  certain  man's  bids,  concerning  a  number  of  articles, 
were  upon  the  whole  the  best  of  all  that  had  b^n  made. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  who  that  was? 

Answer.  I  understood  it  to  be  Mr.  Ames. 

Question.  Was  there  any  margin  reserved  or  allowed  to  Greneral 
Cullom,  or  any  of  his  employ^,  or  those  concerned  in  making  the  ex- 
amination, from  the  contractors  in  any  way,  or  their  agents,  to  infla- 
ence  the  acceptance  of  their  bids  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  that  tends  to  show  any  corrupt 
bargain  or  contract,  express  or  implied,  any  secret  reservation,  or  any 
anything  of  the  kind  that  does  not  appear  openly,  either  on  the  part 
of  General  Cullom  or  any  one  in  his  employ  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Question.  Do  you  know  ot  any  separate,  isolated,  or  independent 
fact,  which,  in  connexion  with  other  facts  that  may  be  established, 
would  be  likely  to  indicate  anything  of  the  sort  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  you  examine  the  stationery  as  it  was  received  from 
the  contractors,  or  have  you  examined  it  since  ? 

Answer.  I  have  made  use  of  a  great  deal  of  stationery  which  I  have 
been  told  has  been  received  from  the  parties  who  then  received  contracts. 

Question.  How  does  the  stationery  received  under  General  Cullom 
compare  with  that  generally  received  previously. 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  the  stationery  is  now  quite  as  ^ood 
as  it  has  ever  been  since  I  have  been  connected  witn  the  clerk's  office; 
as  to  the  comparative  prices  I  am  not  so  familiar. 

By  Mr.  Davis: 

Question.  Did  you  examine  the  samples  furnished  before  the  con- 
tracts '.vere  made  ? 

Answer.  Pretty  nearly  all. 

Question.  Has  the  stationery  received  come  up  to  the  samples,  as  a 
general  thing  ? 

Answer.  It  would  be  difficult  for  me  to  retain  in  my  mind  all  the 
particulars  regarding  those  samples.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  difference, 
but  I  cannot  state  positively  in  regard  to  that.  I  think,  however,  if 
there  had  been  any  marked  difference  I  should  have  been  struck  by  it. 
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By  Mr  Horton: 

Qnestion.     What  has  heen  the  castom  amoDg  the  clerks  as  to  the 
amount  of  stationery  to  which  they  are  entitled  ? 

Answer.  We  have  understood  ever  since  I  have  been  here  that  we 
bad  a  kind  of  carte  blanche  upon  the  stationery  clerk,  of  course  not  to 
be  abused,  for  anything  within  reason  that  the  clerks  might  desire. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  For  your  own  purposes,  or  for  official  purposes? 
Answer.  For  our  own  purposes. 
Question.  Anything  beyond  that? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  What  was  the  limit  ? 

Answer.  1  have  heard  that  sometimes  talked  of,  but  not  authori- 
tatively. Since  I  have  been  in  office  I  have  heard  that  some  one  of  the 
chief  clerks  said  that  the  clerks  were  limited  to  the  same  amount 
allowed  to  members  of  Congress ;  1  do  not  think  I  have  ever  heard 
the  Clerk  or  the  chief  clerk  say  anything  about  it.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  any  clerk  ever  took  more  than  that. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Then  the  committee  are  to  understand  that  the  usage  and 
custom  is  that  their  personal  stationery  has  been  regarded  as  the  per- 
inisite  of  the  clerks,  and  yon  have  heard  it  said  by  some  one  that  it 
bad  been  decided  that  they  were  limited  to  the  amount  allowed  to 
members  of  Congress. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Qnestion.  Is  there  any  law  authorizing  the  clerks  to  receive  sta- 
tionery for  their  own  use  ? 
Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Was  this  custom  established  before  or  since  Mr.  Cullom 
came  into  office  ? 
Answer.  Before. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Has  this  custom  been  one  of  long  standing? 

Answer.  Certainly  for  ten  years  past,  and  I  have  understood  for 
many  years  longer. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Qnestion.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  amount  of  stationery 
thus  taken  by  the  clerks  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  How  many  appointees  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  are  there? 

Answer.  I  think  some  twenty-five  or  thirty  altogether;  some  twelve 
or  thirteen  clerks,  besides  messengers,  in  the  office  proper;  and  then 
what  we  call  **  the  colony,"  in  the  land  office,  includes  some  eight  or 
ten  persons.  JNO.  M.  BARCLAY. 
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James  C.  Waleek,  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  has  been  your  position  in  connexion  with  the 
House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  AH  the  time  I  was  connected  with  the  House  under  Gten. 
Cullom,  and  now  under  Mr.  Allen,  I  have  been  at  the  reading  desk 
in  the  hall. 

Question.  Were  you  connected  with  the  office  at  the  time  General 
Cullom  was  elected,  and  before? 

Answer.  I  had  previously  been  reading  clerk  for  two  years,  under 
Colonel  Campbell  and  Judge  Young  ;  altogether  4  years  in  the  office. 

Question.  Tell  the  committee  what  you  know  with  reference  to  the 
contracts  for  stationery  made  by  General  Cullom,  while  in  office? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  in  the  world  about  them. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  engaged  in  examining  the  samples  oflTered  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  When  was  that  ? 

Answer.  It  was  during  last  spring  or  summer. 

Question.  What  occurred  then  ? 

Answer.  There  was  a  very  large  amount  of  stationery  exhibited  in 
the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affiiirs,  which  we  looked  over, 
and  A-om  among  which  we  selected  such  as  we  thought  ought  to  be 
purchased.     That  is  about  all  that  we  had  to  do  with  the  matter. 

Question.  At  whose  instance  did  you  do  this  ? 

Answer.  At  the  instance  of  General  Cullom. 

Question.  What  instructions  did  he  give  you  as  to  your  examina- 
tion? 

Answer.  He  requested  us,  I  think,  to  go  up  into  that  room  and 
examine  the  samples  of  stationery,  and  select  such  as  we  thought  best 
suited  for  the  use  of  the  office  and  of  the  House. 

Question.  Did  you  make  such  selections  ? 

Answer.  I  did,  in  connexion  with  other  persons. 

Question.  Hy  what  principles  were  you  guided  in  making  your  se- 
lections ? 

Answer.  So  far  as  I  was  concerned,  I  simply  tried  to  select  the 
stationery  best  suited  for  the  purposes  for  which  it  was  designed. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  stationery  as  furnished 
under  the  contracts  made  ? 

Answer.  There  were  two  samples  of  paper  which  were  brought  to 
me  by  Mr.  Minnix,  to  be  compared  with  the  samples  sent  in  with  the 
bids,  and  I  thought  the  stationery  furnished  was  rather  better  than 
the  samples. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  name  of  the  contractor  who  fur- 
nished that  stationery  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  How  does  the  stationery  generally  compare  with  the  sta- 
tionery heretofore  furnished  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  compnres  very  favorably ;  it  is  as  good,  if  not 
better  than  the  stationery  before  furnished. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether,  in  making  these  contracts,  any 
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margin  was  allowed  or  reserved  to  Oeneral  Cullom^  or  any  of  his  em- 
^loy^s,  to  induce  the  acceptance  of  bids  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud  : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  per  centage  paid,  or  to  be  paid  to 
General  Cullom,  or  to  any  of  his  employes^  to  influence  the  awarding 
'f  contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  one  that  General  CuUom  employed 
laving  contracts  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  of  his  employes  being  interested  or 
oncerned  secretly  in  any  of  the  contracts  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Were  you  present  when  the  bids  were  opened  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  they  were  all  opened  in  the  room  where 
ie  samples  were. 

Question.  Was  your  attention  called  to  the  similarity  in  the  hand- 
writing of  different  bids^  purporting  to  come  from  different  parties  ? 

Answer.  It  was  not. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Has  your  attention  been  called  to  it  since  that  time? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Examine  the  bids  here  signed  by  **J.  Wheelwright," 

McSpedon  &  Baker,''  and  by  '<  Ames,  Herrick,  Barnes  &  Bhodes," 
Dd  state  your  opinion  of  them. 

Answer.  I  now  observe  a  strong  similarity  in  the  handwriting,  but 
ever  had  my  attention  called  to  it  before. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  What  has  been  your  understanding  as  to  the  privileges 
r  clerks  and  employes  in  relation  to  stationery  ? 

Answer.  There  whs  a  period  in  the  history  of  the  Clerk's  office 
''hen  there  was  a  sort  of  understanding  among  us  that  each  person 
Oiployed  in  the  office  was  entitled  to  as  much  stationery  as  is  allowed 
^  a  member  of  Congress ;  but  I  am  very  certain  that,  so  far  as  I  am 
i^Qcerned,  I  never  have  got  the  half  or  the  quarter  of  it. 

Question.  You  considered  that  you  were  entitled  to  all  that  was 
^^cessary  for  the  performance  of  your  duties  ? 

Answer.  That  was  all  that  I  took,  or  all  that  I  requested,  except, 
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perhaps,  some  little  article  that  might  not  have  been  strictly  required 
by  the  duties  of  my  office. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact,  or  of  any  circumstance,  tending 
to  show,  directly  or  indirectly,  or  by  fair  implication,  any  corruption, 
misfeasance,  or  malfeasance  on  the  part  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  or 
of  any  in  his  employ,  in  relation  to  the  stationery  contracted  for? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  corruption  in  any  contract  made  by 
the  Clerk,  or  any  person  under  him? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

J.  C.  WALKER. 

January  25,  1858.      . 
Hudson  Taylor  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  occupation? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Washington  City,  and  I  am  a  bookseller  and 
stationer,  and  have  been  on  my  own  account  for  about  nine  years ; 
and  was  a  clerk  in  a  stationery  store  about  14  years  before. 

Question.  With  what  house  are  you  associated? 

Answer.  Taylor  &  Maury,  of  this  city. 

Question.  State  whether  you  are  or  have  been  a  contractor  under 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ;  and  if  so,  for  what  period? 

Answer.  I  have  had  one  contract,  made  last  September,  I  think. 

Question.  Was  that  contract  with  the  late  Clerk,  Mr.  CuUom? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  your  contract? 

Answer.  Our  bill  is  $600. 

Question.  Was  that  the  extent  of  your  bids,  or  did  you  bid  for  other 
articles  ? 

Answer.  We  bid  for  pretty  much  all  for  which  proposals  were  asked, 
but  we  obtained  only  a  portion  of  it  ? 

Question.  Have  you  complied  with  your  contract  by  delivering  the 
articles  agreed  upon  ? 

Answer.  We  have. 

Question.  Have  your  bills  been  paid? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  understand  that  the  bills  were  to  go  to 
Mr.  CuUom,  the  late  Clerk,  but  supposed  that  they  were  to  be  pre- 
sented  by  the  Clerk  chosen  by  the  present  Congress,  and   when    i 
presented  them  they  were  not  paid      I  have  learned  since  that  Mc  • 
Cullom  would  have  paid  them  had  they  been  presented  to  him. 

Question.  Have  all  the  articles  you  contracted  for  been  delivered     ? 

Answer.  They  have,  and  the  bill  for  them  has  been  certified  by  th»€ 
stationery  clerk. 

Question.  Had  you  a  personal  acquaintance  with  the  late  Clerlo 
previous  to  the  time  that  you  submitted  your  bids  ? 

Answer.  I  had  but  a  slight  acquaintance  with  him. 


her  consideration,  in  order  that  yoar  bids,  or  any  part  of  them 

be  accepted  ? 

wer.  Nothing  in  the  world. 

8ti(»n.  Do  you  know  of  anything  of  the  kind  being  done  by  any 

or  person  in  your  employ  or  in  your  interest? 

wer.  I  know  it  was  not  done,  for  I  managed  all  those  affairs 

Btion.  Has  the  late  Clerk,  or  any  one  in  his  employ  or  under 
pointment  received,  or  have  they  any  promise  of  receiving  any 
Ivantage,  or  benefit,  in  any  way  arising  out  of  your  stationery 

3t? 

wer.  No,  sir. 

3tion.  How  did  you  learn  of  the  acceptance  of  your  bids  ? 
wer.  The  information  was  sent  to  us  as  it  always  has  been 
we  have  had  many  other  contracts  with  other  departments  of 
vernment ;  a  letter  came  to  us  saying  that  our  bids  for  such  and 
rticles  had  been  accepted,  and  requiring  us  to  give  bonds,  which 
ue. 

stion.  By  whom  was  this  letter  written? 
wer.  I  do  not  remember.     It  came  to  us  in  the  regular  way,  in 
cial  envelope. 

stion.  Do  you  know  any  of  the  other  contractors  for  stationery? 
wer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  do,  except  Mr.  Ames,  of  the  firm  of 
Herrick,  Barnes  &  Rhodes,  of  New  York  ;  I  have  understood 
[r.  Wheelright,  of  Baltimore,  was  a  contractor, 
stion.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Wheelright? 
wer.  I  do. 

stion.  What  is  his  standing  in  the  trade  ? 
wer.  It  is  very  excellent. 

stion.  Do  you  know  the  house  in  New  York  of  which  Mr. 
is  a  partner  ? 
wer.  Yes,  sir,  very  well, 
stion.  What  is  the  character  of  that  house? 
wer.  I  have  always  understood  it  to  be  one  of  the  best  houses 


we  hare  traded  wick  them  in  preference  to  othen  becmiifle  their  goods 
were  ^way^  in  sock  p^^t  arier.  I  know  the  trade  geoerallj  re- 
itpect  thas  hooae  rery  hi^rhlj.  probably  more  than  anr  other  in  New 
York.     I  know  only  one  ot'  the  partners  peraooally,  Mr.  Ames. 

Question.  Do  yon  know  of  any  bargain^  any  cormpt  combination  or 
a^reement^  or  of  any  &ct  tbat^  taken  in  connexion  with  other  fiicts, 
mi^'ht  tend  to  eetablLh  anything  of  the  kind  between  the  late  Clerk, 
or  tho(^  in  his  employ,  and  any  other  person  or  persons  in  regard  to 
the  award! nz  of  these  contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  do  aot  know  of  anything,  thoogh  I  hare  heard  a  great 
deal  jiaid  throngh  the  city  of  ^nch  being  the  case 

Qna^tiOQ.  Hare  yon  erer  examined  the  stationery  that  has  been 
fnmiiihed  nnder  contract  with  Mr.  Cnllom  by  yourself  and  other 
persons? 

Ani9wer.  I  hare  nerer  examined  it ;  I  was  np  here  in  the  Poet- 
master's  office  one  day,  about  a  week  since;  as  I  was  sitting  there,  the 
AMi.%tant  Postmaster  got  some  paper  oat  of  a  cupboard  there,  of  which 
I  saw  a  great  many  reams  there ;  he  brought  some  of  it  to  me,  saying 
'^  Taylor,  what  kind  of  paper  is  that?''  I  said  that  it  was  the  beet 
made  in  the  country  ;  I  think  it  was  made  by  Platner  &  Porter  ;  he 
said,  **  do  yon  8ay  so?"  I  said,  "  I  do,  distinctly."  Said  he,  *'  what 
do  yon  think  this  paper  costs  ns  ?"  It  was  gilt-edged  paper  ;  I  said, 
'^  yon  get  it  for  $3  50,  or  perhaps  $3  75  a  ream."  He  replied,  '^  we 
pay  only  $3  a  ream ;"  I  told  him  there  must  be  some  mistake,  that 
they  most  have  marked  the  paper  wrong ;  he  said  no,  that  tliere  was 
no  mistake  about  it.  He  then  showed  me  some  note  paper,  which  I 
think  was  the  same  that  we  supplied  I  said  that  I  thought  that  was 
very  fine  paper,  and  turned  to  a  gentleman  who  sat  by  me,  and  asked 
him  what  he  thought  of  it ;  he  said  he  thought  it  was  very  fine 
paper.  The  Assistant  Postmaster  then  said  that  members  of  Con- 
gress complained  of  both  of  those  kinds  of  paper.  I  know  that  gen- 
tlemen have  brought  some  into  my  store,  and  said  that  our  clerks  had 
chiseled  them,  and  did  not  give  them  good  paper.  I  told  them  I 
would  exchange  other  paper  with  them  for  that,  and  did  so  ;  they 
selecting  a  paper  costing  but  about  half  as  much  as  the  other. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  What  kind  of  articles  did  you  furnish  under  your  con- 
tract? 

Answer  We  only  furnished  two  kinds  of  paper,  a  note  paper,  and 
a  small  sized  letter  paper. 

Question.  Were  the  prices  that  you  received  under  your  contract 
the  usual  prices  ? 

Answer.  They  were  pretty  low ;  they  were  so  low  that  when  we  got 
the  letter  accepting  that  portion  of  our  bid  I  discussed  the  propriety 
of  our  taking  the  contract. 

Question,  Were  you  and  your  partner  bidders  for  other  articles  of 
stationery  ? 

Answer.  We  were. 

Question.  Were  the  bids  for  the  other  articles  rejected? 

Answer.  They  were. 
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Question.  Have  you  ever  seen  any  of  the  contracts  that  were  awarded 
to  other  parties  for  the  same  articles  for  which  you  were  bidders  ? 

Answer.  I  never  have ;  after  we  received  the  letter  I  have  men- 
tioned, I  sent  up  and  got  our  samples  away.  The  stationery  clerk 
examined  our  paper,  as  it  was  delivered  to  him,  and  gave  us  a  receipt 
that  it  had  been  received. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Have  you  ever  supplied  any  stationery  to  other  clerks  of 
the  House  ? 

Answer.  We  have  never  had  any  contract  before,  though  we  have 
sometimes  sent  in  bids.  We  have  sold  stationery  to  the  Clerk's  office 
here  during  two  or  three  of  their  terms. 

HUDSON  TAYLOR. 

Isaac  Ajirs  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  place  of  residence,  and  your  business? 

Answer.  My  residence  is  New  York ;  I  am  in  the  stationery  business, 
in  the  firm  of  Ames,  Herrick,  Barnes  &  Rhodes. 

Question.  Have  you  in  the  course  of  your  business  furnished  sta- 
tionery by  contract  for  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  We  have. 

Question.  With  whom  did  you  make  the  contract  ? 

Answer.  It  was  with  Mr.  CuUom. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  date  of  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  your  contract? 

Answer.  It  was  about  $15,000  or  $16,000. 

Question.  What  character  of  articles  did  you  contract  to  supply  ? 

Answer.  General  stationery,  such  as  paper,  &c.  We  sent  a  large 
variety  of  samples,  and  I  presume  they  stood  on  their  merits  ;  they 
selected  such  of  our  articles  as  suited  them,  and  for  that  portion  we 
were  awarded  the  contract. 

Question.  Have  you  delivered  those  articles  in  pursuance  of  your 
contract  ? 

Answer.  We  have. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 
Question.  About  what  time  was  that  contract  entered  into? 
Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  July,  1857. 
Question.  Have  you  received  your  pay? 
Answer.  Not  all  of  it.  , 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  From  whom  have  you  received  that  which  you  have  ob- 
tained? 

Answer.  From  Mr.  Ingram  and  Mr.  CuUom.  A  portion  of  it 
accruing  since  Mr.  CuUom  went  out  of  office  we  have  not  received. 

Question.  Were  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  CuUom  before  you  made 
this  contract  ? 

Answer.  He  was  in  our  store  in  New  York^  at  one  time,  and  as  I 
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understood  from  him^  looking  for  some  stationary  for  the  Hoose  of 
Representatives.  He  asked  our  prices  for  a  number  of  articles,  and 
seemed  to  be  satisfied  with  them.  He  afterwards  asked  us  if  we  were 
disposed  to  enter  into  a  contract  to  furnish  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  conform  to  the  advertisement  for  proposals  that  had  been 
issued.  We  told  him  that  we  were.  He  requested  us  to  send  samples 
here,  which  we  did.  Some  portion  of  the  articles  for  which  we  pro- 
posed were  awarded  to  us  and  some  portions  were  not. 

Question.  Did  you  make  any  bargain  or  agreement  with  him, 
express  or  implied,  by  which  you  were  to  pay  him  any  bonus,  or  allow 
him  any  margin,  or  give  him  any  consideration,  by  reason  of  which  you 
were  to  get  a  contract  for  the  articles  for  which  you  bid,  or  for  any 
portion  of  them? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  none  whatever. 

Question.  Have  you  given  him  anything  in  any  form,  or  given  to 
any  of  his  employes  or  appointees  anything  by  reason  of  which  yoa 
obtained  your  contract? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  to  give  him  or  his  employes  anything? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  any  one  employed  by  you  or  engaged  in  your  interest 
to  do  it  on  your  behalf? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Who  prepared  your  bids  and  forwarded  them  ? 

Answer.  That  was' done  by  Mr.  Gideon,  of  this  city,  at  our  request. 
I  was  in  Europe  at  the  time  the  contract  was  awarded,  and  as  I  was 
the  only  one  of  our  firm  who  had  any  conversation  in  regard  to 
furnishing  samples  to  Mr.  CuUom,  I  was  left  to  attend  to  it.  I  had 
no  idea  that  our  bids  would  be  received,  or  rather  did  not  suppose  so. 
We  have  been  in  the  habit  of  supplying  stationery  here,  directly  and 
indirectly,  through  Washington  stationers.  I  did  not  give  the  matter 
much  attention,  but  supposed  tliat  the  contracts  were  to  be  awarded  to  j 
Washington  stationers,  and  we  would  supply  the  stationery  indirectly. 
I  was  in  Europe  when  I  learned  that  the  contract  had  been  awarded 
to  us,  and  Mr.  Barnes  had  samples  forwarded  to  Mr.  Gideon,  of  thii) 
city. 

Question.  Did  you  prepare  your  bids  yourself,  or  did  you  get  Mr. 
Gideon  to  do  that  for  you  ? 

Answer.  We  sent  our  invoice  to  Mr.  Gideon  and  authorized  him  to 
prepare  the  bids. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Gideon  acting  as  your  agent  in  this  matter? 

Answer.  He  was.     He  had  done  some  other  business  for  us,  and  we 
had  an  acquaintance  of  some  standing  with  him.     He  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  buying  from  us  such  articles  as  he  used  in  his  business. 
By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  You  say  you  had  little  expectation  of  getting  the  contract; 
why  so  ? 

Answer.  We  are  importers  of  stationery,  and  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  supplying  the  stationery  to  the  House,  through  Washington 
stationers,  for  many  years,  directly  or  indirectly.    Wten  propositions 

I 
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d  we  may  have  proposals  from  those  parties  in  Washington, 

Y  Taylor  &  Maury,  Mr.  Bayley,  and  Mr.  Farnhani ;  some 
Itimore  and  Philadelphia,  and  perhaps  some  from  parties  in 
rk.  We  can  generally  judge  from  the  character  of  the  sam- 
sd  for  what  place  they  are  intended,  and  we  have  never  cared 
ere  with  their  propositions.  But  General  CuUom  came  to  our 
a  stranger  and  inquired  the  prices  of  stationery,  which  we 
we  would  have  done  to  any  other  person.  I  understood  at  the 
t  he  was  making  inquiries  of  other  houses  in  the  city.  In 
snce  of  what  he  said  we  were  induced  to  make  proposals,  and 
le  first  time  that  we  have  supplied  stationery  directly  to  the 
r  Representatives. 

ion.  How  does  the  stationery  which  you  supplied  this  year 
)  with  that  which  you  have  supplied  to  stationers  here  in 
years  ? 

er.  I  cannot  say,  exactly*  But  they  have  had  the  very  best 
ry.  We  have,  at  different  times,  got  up  for  parties  here  a 
ationery  which  has  amounted  to  thousands  of  dollars,  according 
they  required,  together  with  our  prices.  They  sometimes  aim 
similar  articles,  but  perhaps  25  or  30  per  cent,  less  in  price, 
I  their  stead.  I  know  that  they  have  got  samples  of  us  of 
md  Rogers'  cutlery,  which  is  the  best  to  be  had,  and  then  they 
d  to  get  American  cutlery  introduced  in  the  House.  They 
isfaction  but  were  not  so  good  as  the  articles  which  we  furnished, 
m  the  samples  which  we  sent  have  been  accepted,  we  have 
m1  goods  exactly  like  them. 

;ion.  How  does  the  stationery  furnished  this  year  compare  with 
ionery  furnished  under  previous  contracts  ? 
^er.  If  our  samples  were  taken,  it  would  be  the  same.  What 
\  to  say  was  witn  regard  to  cutlery,  that  better  samples  were 
3d  than  goods  have  been  furnished  ;  in  regard  to  the  item  of 
,  for  instance.  That  is  a  pretty  large  item.  We  sell  large 
ies  of  cutlery  for  small  profits,  trusting  rather  to  the  quantity 
in  to  high  prices  for  our  profits.  Between  the  cutlery  we  sell 
lerican  cutlery  there  is  a  broad  difference.  American  manu- 
'8  imitate  English  patterns  exactly,  trade  marks  and  all ;  but 
itlery  bears  no  comparison  to  the  English  cutlery.  One  of  the 
n  the  post  office  here  showed  me  a  knife  at  |12  a  dozen,  of 
le  made  some  complaint.  He  said  that  they  had  precisely  the 
aality  for  $10  a  dozen.     It  struck  me  either  that  he  was  mis- 

V  that  the  parties  who  supplied  them  had  done  it  at  a  loss.  I 
dm  to  get  me  one  of  those  knives,  which  he  did,  and  the  articles 
^mpared.  I  told  him  that  as  I  was  interested  in  this  matter  I 
not  express  any  opinion  ;  but  if  he  would  take  the  two  knives 
stationer  in  this  city  he  would  tell  him  the  difference  in  their 

once.  The  clerk  was  afterwards  satisfied  that  what  I  had 
nted  to  him  was  correct. 

tion.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  bargain,  contract,  or 
ent,  express  or  implied,  between  General  CuUom  o^^  any  of  ^^^ 
eee  with  yourself  or  with  anybody  else,  by  which  he  ^-.  tbey  were 
Banjr  benefit  or  advantage  from  letting  out  these  ^-jtt^^^ 
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Answer.  None  whatever.  I  will  say  this,  that  if  we  had  known 
who  General  Cullom  was,  and  that  he  had  come  to  our  store  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  stationery  to  supply  the  House  of  Representatives, 
we  should  have  charged  him  an  advance  of  some  ten  or  fifteen  per 
cent,  without  regard  to  whether  we  were  to  get  a  contract  or  not.  If 
we  did  not  supply  it  directly,  we  would  have  given  no  oflfence  to  any 
X)f  our  stationery  customers,  and  would  have  supplied  it  to  them,  no 
matter  who  got  the  contract. 

Question.  In  other  words,  you  did  not  care  to  come  in  competition 
with  your  customers  in  this  matter  ? 

Answer.  That  is  what  I  mean. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether,  in  consequence  of  your  obtaining 
the  contract,  the  articles  you  furnished  were  more  cheaply  furnished 
than  they  would  otherwise  have  been  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  Had  you  known  General  Cullom  when  he  came  into  your 
store  would  you  have  made  your  bids  as  low  as  you  did  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  we  should.  We  should  have  regarded 
supplying  the  House  of  Representatives  in  precisely  the  same  light  as 
supplying  a  good  customer,  who  paid  his  money  promptly,  which  is  a 
consideration  in  these  times  ;  but  as  a  general  thing  we  have  kept 
aloof  from  this  matter,  for  we  have  done  a  good  business  during 
many  years  past  with  stationers  in  this  city :  Taylor  &  Maury,  Mr. 
Farnham,  &c.,  supplying  them  with  stationery  at  our  lowest  jobbing 
prices,  which  I  presume  are  lower  than  they  could  get  of  any  other 
stationer  in  this  city  or  anywhere  else.  There  are  many  articles  similar 
to  ours,  but  they  are  not  so  good.  The  goods  we  keep  are  generally 
of  the  best  quality,  of  English  and  German  and  French  manufacture. 
Many  of  these  articles  are  now  imitated  by  American  manufacturers. 
Within  eighteen  months  past  they  have  begun  to  make  these  heavy 
fine  glass  inkstands  ;  but  still  they  are  not  so  good  as  the  English 
article.  In  the  articles  of  cutlery  they  imitate  all  the  patterns,  but 
they  are  not  of  so  good  a  quality.  By  the  way,  I  understand  that  a 
lot  of  bogus  cutlery  has  been  delivered  to  the  Senate.  English  paper 
is  imitated. 

The  Chairman  here  handed  the  witness  several  knives,  and  asked 
him  of  what  manufacture  they  were. 

The  witness  stated  that  they  were  of  English  manufacture. 

Question.  How  do  you  know  that  these  knives  are  of  English  mann- 
facture  ? 

Answer.  I  judge  by  the  general  appearance  of  the  knives.  They 
have  a  finish  that  we  have  not  reached  yet.  We  lack  the  nicety  of 
the  foreign  manufacturers  in  putting  these  shields  in  the  handles,  in 
putting  in  the  backs,  and  in  other  particulars.  The  blades  in  the 
English  knives  are  generally  hammered  ;  but  in  this  country  they  are 
cut  out  by  machinery  of  plates  that  have  been  rolled  out  to  the  proper 
thickness.  They  aim  rather  to  make  cheapnees  the  standard  than 
quality. 

Question.  Then  you  would  say  that  a  man  inexperienced  in  these 
matters  could  be  very  easily  imposed  upon  as  to  the  quality  of  these 
articles  ? 


3n.  When  did  you  see  General  CuUom  in  regard  to  the  pro- 

ntained  in  the  advertisement  under  which  you  entered  into 

b? 

r.  Not  till  after  the  contracts  were  made,  after  my  return 

ope. 

ISAAC  AMES. 

BS  W.  Baker  called  and  sworn. 

Y  the  Chairman : 

on.  What  is  your  residence  and  your  occupation  in  life? 

T.  My  residence  is  in  New  York,  and  my  business  a  stationer 

lope  manufacturer. 

on.  With  what  house  are  you  connected  ? 

iT.  With  the  house  of  McSpedon  &  Baker. 

on.  What  contract  had  you  with  the  late  Clerk  of  the  House 

sentatives  ? 

>r.  A  contract  to  furnish  envelopes. 

on.  Have  you  furnished  stationery  in  compliance  with  your- 

? 

Jr.  Yes,  sir. 

on.  Have  you  been  paid  ? 

iT.  I  think  there  is  something  still  due  ;  we  have  been  paid 

on.  Did  you  have  any  understanding  or  agreement  with  Gkn. 
)r  with  any  of  his  employes  except  what  appears  on  the  face 
contract  ? 
er.  No,  sir. 

[on.  Did  you  give  to  him  or  any  of  his  employ^  any  consid- 
er oflfer  to  him  or  them  any  reward,  to  induce  him  to  give 
contract  which  you  have  made  ? 
er.  No,  sir. 

(y  Mr.  Ricaud : 

ion.  Who  prepared  the  bids  that  were  submitted  in  your 
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the  contract  was  made,  so  far  as  I  Tecollect ;  I  think  the  entire  amount 
of  the  contract  was  about  $3,000. 

Question.  Have  you  filled  your  contract  ? 

Answer.  The  contract  is  for  this  Congress,  and  the  clerk  orders  as 
he  may  need  supplies  ;  we  have  supplied  some  very  recently. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Do  you  manufacture  your  own  envelopes  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  we  are  probably  the  largest  envelope  manu- 
facturers in  the  United  States. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Are  the  prices  you  receive  under  your  contract  the  prices 
you  generally  get  for  the  same  amount  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  though  for  some  of  the  articles  we  furnish  we 
get  a  higher  price  out  of  our  store  than  we  get  here. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  How  does  the  quality  of  the  envelopes  that  you  furnish 
under  the  contract  compare  with  your  general  trade  ? 

Answer.  It  is  the  same ;  we  manufacture  all  kinds,  of  all  qualities, 
and  at  all  prices  ;  those  we  furnish  here  are  precisely  according  to  the 
samples  that  accompanied  our  bids. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  Have  you  furnished  envelopes  to  the  House  under  any 
clerks  previous  to  General  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  I  had  a  contract  under  Colonel  Forney  ;  I  furnished  pretty 
largely  of  stationery  under  him. 

Question.  Did  any  part  of  your  contract  with  Colonel  Forney  cover 
the  same  articles  contracted  for  under  General  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  do  those  items  compare  as  to  quality  ? 

Answer.  I  think  we  got  a  higher  price  for  the  same  quality  under 
Colonel  Forney  than  we  do  now ;  we  then  did  not  manufacture  so 
largely  as  we  do  now  ;  we  now  manufacture  by  machinery,  and  fur- 
nish a  better  article  than  we  did  then  when  we  had  to  get  them  as  we 
best  could. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Was  there  any  collusion  between  you  and  any  of  the 
other  bidders  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Gideon  execute  your  contracts? 
Answer.  He  did,  at  my  request. 

CHAS.  W.  BAKER. 


J.  WnEKLWRiGHT  Called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Where  is  your  residence  and  what  is  your  occupation? 
Answer.  I  reside  in  Baltimore^  and  am  in  the  paper  business.   I 
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agent  for  paper  maDufacturers,  and  also  do  business  on  my  own 
)unt. 

juestion.  Have  you  a  contract  with  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
jntatives  ? 

inswer.  I  have  had  one  with  Gen.  Cullom. 
Question.  When  was  it  made  ? 

Luswer.  It  was  made' last  summer  and  I  filled  it  last  fall. 
Question.  Have  you  furnished  the  articles  in  pursuance  of  the  terms 
he  contract  ? 
LDSwer.  I  have  done  so. 
Question.  Have  you  received  your  pay  ? 
Lnswer.  I  have. 

luestion.  Had  you  an  acquaintance  with  Gen.  Cullom  previous  to 
r  contract  ? 

inswer    I  had  not.     I  never  was  introduced  to  him  until  to-day. 
Question.  Was  there  any  agreement,  bargain,  or  understanding, 
ress  or  implied,  between  you  and  him,  or  between  him  or  his  em- 
jres  and  any  one  in  your  employment  in  connexion  with  your  con« 
;t  other  than  appears  in  that  instrument? 
inswer.  Nothing  at  all. 

{uestion.  Did  you  give  him  or  anybody  in  his  employment  any 
us,  money,  valuable  consideration  of  any  kind,  in  consideration  of 
r  contract? 
inswer.  I  did  not. 
[uestion.  Who  prepared  your  bids  ? 
inswer.  Mr.  Gideon,  of  this  city.     I  prepared  the  samples.     There 

a  great  deal  of  form  to  go  through  in  making  these  bids.  I  think 
t  a  separate  bid  for  each  article  to  be  furnished  was  to  be  made ;  an 
aense  deal  of  writing  to  be  done,  and  Mr.  Gideon  prepared  some 
Qk  forms  and  had  them  printed.  I  authorized  Mr.  Gideon  to  sign 
m  for  me  as  I  was  travelling  a  great  deal. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Did  you  sign  the  contract  afterwards  ? 
Answer.  I  did,'and  furnished  the  required  securities. 
By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  Were  the  articles  furnished  by  you  at  fair  and  reasonable 
ices? 

Answer.  We  get  a  great  deal  more  sometimes.     The  articles  I  fur- 
shed  were  better  than  my  samples. 

Question.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  furnishing  under  any  pre- 
3U8  clerk  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did.  I  had  a  contract  once  with  another  depart- 
ent. 

Question.  With  what  department  had  you  that  contract  ? 
Answer.  It  was  a  contract  in  which  I  was  interested  with  my  brother. 
5  lived  at  a  distance  and  I  got  him  the  information  about  the  matter ; 
d  the  samples  made  at  my  own  expense,  and  filled  out  what  papers 
re  necessary,  but  the  contract  woBjn  bis  natyje  I  *^  interested  m 
though  my  name  does  not  app,  .  ^he  contract.  I*  ^*'  ^  ''^''• 
ct  for  furmsbwg  paper  to  tb^  p     ^^^e  I>epartment. 
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Question.  What  did  you  contract  for  under  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  Letter  paper  and  note  paper  of  different  kinds.  I  offered, 
I  think,  for  about  12  or  15  different  kinds  of  paper.  I  received  a  con- 
tract for  only  a  small  portion  of  the  fine  paper,  though  I  got  a  contract 
for  all  the  coarser  kind  for  which  I  offered. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Was  there  any  understanding  or  agreement  between  you 
and  any  other  bidder  as  to  the  character  of  the  articles  to  be  bid  for  ? 
In  other  words,  did  you  form  any  combination  with  any  other  parties 
who  put  in  what  appeared  to  be  separate  and  independent  bids  ? 

Answer.  I  was  interested  with  a  party  to  a  small  extent.  I  fur- 
nished samples  to  a  party  here,  whether  he  put  those  samples  in  or 
not  I  do  not  know.     If  he  did  I  am  interestea  with  another  party. 

By  Mr.  Kicaud : 

Question.  Did  you  enter  into  any  combination  with  other  parties  bj 
which  you  agreed  among  yourselves  to  keep  back  certain  bids  if  cer- 
tain other  bids  were  put  in. 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  never  thought  of  such  a  thing. 

J.  WHEELWRIGHT. 

Georgb  S.  Gideon  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  business  and  your  place  of  residence? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Washington  and  carry  on  the  business  of  print- 
ing and  bookbinding. 

Question.  Had  you  any  contract  under  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  furnish  stationery  ? 

Answer.  No  contract,  but  orders  for  stationery,  &c. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  any  contracts  made  by  Mr. 
Cullom? 

Answer.  I  know  something  about  the  bids  of  Mr.  Ames,  of  Mr. 
Baker,  and  of  Mr.  Wheelwright. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  about  them  ? 

Answer.  They  employed  me  as  their  agent  to  superintend  their 
business  in  case  they  got  contracts.  They  sent  me  their  propositions 
to  put  in  for  them.  They  had  each  made  out  their  proposals  for  all 
the  articles  upon  which  they  bid  upon  one  piece  of  paper.  The  ad- 
vertisement of  the  Clerk  required  each  bidder,  ^'  though  he  may  desire 
to  propose  for  the  whole  of  the  articles  above  enumerated,  will  be  re- 
quired to  make  a  separate  and  distinct  proposition  for  each  item,  and 
no  proposition  or  paper  embracing  more  than  a  single  item  will  be 
considered."  I  found  they  could  not  be  put  in  in  the  form  they  were 
sent  to  me,  and  I  had  some  blanks  prepared  and  printed  at  my  office, 
and  had  the  various  items  and  prices  of  their  bids  put  in  these  blanks, 
so  as  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  the  advertisement. 

Question.  Who  filled  up  the  forms  ? 

Answer.  My  clerk. 
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Question.  That  is  the  reason  why  they  appear  in  the  same  hand- 
writing ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  Some  of  the  gentlemen  who  employed  me  as 
their  agent  bid  against  each  other,  but  that  was  none  of  my  business. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Had  they  any  collusion  between  themselves? 

Answer.  None  in  the  world,  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Then  you  merely  acted  for  them,  and  kept  your  own 
counsel  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  My  business  of  printing  and  bookbinding  has 
fallen  off  a  great  deal,  and  I  am  engaged  in  the  agency  business  for 
men  who  have  contracts  with  the  government,  settling  up  their  ac- 
counts. I  have  collected  thousands  of  dollars  for  different  persons  in 
this  way.  Under  Colonel  Forney  I  collected  for  Baker  &  McSpedon 
and  others.  I  have  collected  a  large  amount  of  bills  against  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  contract^  agreement,  or  bargain, 
expressed  or  implied,  between  General  CuUom,  or  those  in  his  employ 
or  under  his  appointment,  with  either  of  these  parties,  or  with  any- 
Wy  in  connexion  with  these  stationery  contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  none  whatever. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  reward,  benefit,  or  advantage  that 
^  accrued  to  him,  or  any  promise  to  him,  in  consideration  of  these 
contracts? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Or  any  one  in  his  employ  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  margin  reserved  by  General  CuUom 
in  these  contracts  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  know  of.  The  gentlemen  who  obtained  the 
contracts  left  the  whole  matter  to  me.  I  do  not  know  as  they  were 
in  the  city  when  the  contracts  were  made. 

Question.  Then  they  furnished  their  samples  and  invoices  of  prices 
to  you,  and  you  had  the  bids  prepared  in  the  proper  form  under  your 
direction? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  their  bids  were  accepted  did  they  execute  the  con- 
tracts? 

Answer.  They  did.  The  contracts  were  sent  to  them  by  the  Clerk, 
or  by  his  order,  and  they  executed  them  and  returned  them  to  him. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Then  you  had  no  understanding  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
House,  or  any  one  in  his  employ,  in  relation  to  these  contracts  ? 
Answer.  None  whatever.     If  the  clerks  knew  anything  about  the 
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bids,  or  the  parties  making  them,  they  did  not  get  their  knowledge 
from  me  in  any  way. 

By  Mr.  Bicand : 

Question.  Did  yon  examine  the  stationery  as  it  was  sent  in  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not,  but  I  have  seen  some  of  it  since. 

Question.  How  did  the  samples  furnished  you  compare  with  the 
articles  formerly  furnished  ? 

Answer.  When  I  spoke  with  these  gentlemen  on  this  subject  I  said 
to  them :  Send  the  best  samples  you  can  get ;  I  shall  have  nothing  to 
do  with  this  thing  if  there  is  any  attempt  to  put  bad  articles  upon  the 
government ;  for  it  would  be  a  great  damage  to  me.     They  assured 
me  they  would  do  so,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  capable  of  judging,  I  think 
I  have  never  seen  better  samples  than  theirs  were.     When  the  goods 
came,  in  pursuance  of  their  contracts,  I  had  them  carted  from  the 
railroad  depot,  or  the  steamboat,  to  the  Capitol  ;  and  I  said  to  the 
clerks :  If  there  is  any  article  here  not  up  to  the  samples  I  hope  you 
will  inform  me  of  it,  and  I  will  take  it  back  and  have  it  returned.    I 
do  not  intend  that  these  gentlemen  shall  put  bad  articles  upon  the 
government,  and  I  insist  upon  having  returned  anythhig  that  you 
disapprove  of.     Some  things  were  returned,  and  I  sent  them  back,  and 
informed  them  by  telegraph,  and  also  by  mail,  about  it.     It  was  in 
regard  to  some  envelopes      They  were  not  thought  good  enough,  and 
I  called  for  the  sample  and  the  quality  they  required,  and  telegraphed 
for  that  number.     The  article  was  forwarded  here  from  New  York  by 
express,  at  a  cost  of  $3  60  a  box,  and  I  had  them  delivered  here. 

Question.  Did  you  hear  General  CuUom  direct  those  supervisiog 
the  reception  of  these  goods  to  be  careful  ? 

Answer.  He  did  so  direct  them,  and  was  very  particular  to  tell  me 
that  he  expected  I  would  let  no  bad  article  get  into  the  office.  In 
regard  to  the  proposals  being  in  the  same  handwriting,  that  of  my 
clerk,  I  had  full  authority  to  prepare  them,  and  there  was  no  decep- 
tion intended  by  that. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  claims  against  Mr.  Cullom,  as  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  or  do  you  know  of  any  person  having 
had  claims  against  him  for  stationery  or  anything  else? 

Answer.  I  have  had  claims  against  him  for  stationery,  and  have 
had  bills  against  him  from  other  parties  for  various  things. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  these  claims,  or  any  portion  of  thefts? 
having  been  presented  to  him  for  payment,  or  having  been  present^ 
to  any  of  his  clerks  for  payment,  and  payment  having  been  refus^^? 
and  persons  around  here  buying  them  up  at  a  discount  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  but  I  heard  something  ^' 
the  kind  was  done  in  regard  to  a  bill  of  Joseph  B.  Williams,  frC^°^ 
Ohio,  a  binder  to  the  last  Congress.  He  was  elected  binder, 
think,  by  the  Committee  on  Printing.  A  Mr.  Smith  had  done  so:^*^' 
work  for  him  on  his  binding,  and  these  accounts  were  given  to  L  ^" 
in  payment.  Mr.  Smith  came  here,  needing  money  very  badly.  ^P^ 
came  to  see  me.  I  told  him  that  I  could  not  raise  any  monejr  ^^ 
Washington,  for  nobody  seemed  to  have  any  to  lend.     I  said  to  hitD^ 
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Do  not  these  binders  owe  you  some  money  ?  He  said  that  they  did. 
I  told  him  to  get  a  bill  from  them  on  the  Clerk,  and  I  could  get  the 
money  on  it  for  him.  He  did  so,  and  brought  the  bill  to  me.  I  went 
with  him  and  showed  the  bill  to  General  CuUom.  He  made  some  show 
of  hesitation  about  paying  it  without  the  approval  of  the  Committee  on 
Accounts.  I  told  him  the  state  of  the  man,  his  having  no  money,  and 
that  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  receive  it.  He  said  that  if  Smith 
would  get  the  bill  assigned  to  him  he  would  pay  it,  under  the  repre- 
sentations made  to  him.  I  told  Smith  to  go  down  and  get  the  parties 
to  assign  the  bill  to  him,  and  then  bring  it  to  me  at  my  office,  and  I 
would  go  with  him  up  to  the  Capitol  and  see  Greneral  Cullom  about  it. 
It  seems  that  he  misunderstood  me,  and  supposed  that  I  was  to  meet 
him  at  the  Capitol,  and  accordingly  he  went  up  there  and  looked  for 
me»  and  waited  until  after  three  o'clock,  when  the  office  was  closed, 
and  it  could  not  be  paid  that  day.  He  said  afterwards  that  he  did 
not  present  the  bill  to  General  Cullom,  as  he  expected  to  meet  me 
there,  and  had  waited  there  for  me  to  come.  He  then  went  to  the 
banking  house  of  Suter,  Lea,  &  Co.,  and,  though  it  was  after  banking 
hours,  he  went  in  at  a  side  door,  and  they  discounted  the  bill  for  him. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  bill  ? 

Answer.  It  was  four  thousand  and  odd  dollars. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  the  discount  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  exactly  ;  I  think  it  was  about  $200.  He  came 
to  my  office  with  the  money  in  his  carpet  bag,  in  gold,  and  told  me 
what  he  had  done ;  and  I  told  him  he  had  done  wrong  to  pay  that,  as 
I  could  have  got  the  money  for  him  for  nothing. 

Question.  What  is  his  name  and  residence  ? 

Answer.  James  B.  Smith,  610,  Chestnut  street,  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Is  that  the  only  case  that  you  know  of? 

Answer.  I  have  collected  a  number  of  bills  from  General  Cullom 
for  different  parties,  some  of  whom  paid  me  for  my  services,  though 
some  of  them  I  may  not  have  charged  anything. 

Question.  For  whom  have  you  collected  these  bills  ? 

Answer.  I  have  collected  for  a  number  of  parties  out  of  the  city — 
among  others,  for  Thomas  Sinclair,  of  Philadelphia,  and  for  George 
H.  Levis,  of  the  house  of  Charles  Megargee  &  Co.,  Philadelphia.  I 
do  not  recollect,  or  do  not  know  whether  any  of  the  bills  I  collected 
had  been  refused  by  the  Clerk. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  was  the  date  of  this  Smith  transaction  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  exactly  ;  it  was  within  the  last  four 
months.  The  objection  that  General  Cullom  had  to  paying  this  bill 
was,  that  it  ought  to  go  to  the  Committee  on  Accounts  and  be  approved 
by  them  before  he  paid  it.  I  told  him  that,  so  far  as  that  bill  was 
concerned,  I  would  hold  myself  responsible  for  its  correctness,  and 
agree  to  refund  the  money  to  him  if  the  Committee  on  Acx^ounts  did 
not  approve  it.  I  was  very  anxious  to  serve  Mr.  Smith,  as  he  was  a 
personal  friend  of  mine. 

Question.  Had  he  any  acquafntance  with  General  Cullom? 
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Answer.  Only  a  very  slight  acquaintance ;  he  had  met  him  once  in 
Philadelphia. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Have  you  long  been  agent  to  collect  claims  against  the 
clerks  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  for  some  four  years  past,  and  am  still  engaged 
as  such.  I  have  several  claims  now,  upon  some  of  which  I  have  ad- 
vanced money,  but  I  cannot  get  anything  from  the  treasury.  I  cannot 
get  at  the  money,  from  some  cause  or  other,  while  other  persons  seem 
to  have  no  trouble  in  getting  it.  I  refer  to  bills  similar  to  the  one  of 
Smith,  of  which  I  have  spoken.  I  have  been  engaged  in  collecting 
accounts,  not  only  against  the  House  of  Representatives,  but  against 
various  of  the  departments. 

Question.  By  whom  was  this  claim  of  Smith  assigned  to  him? 

Answer.  By  the  assignees  of  a  Mr.  Williams,  a  bookbinder  to  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

Question.  Was  it  required  that  the  claim  should  have  gone  before 
the  Committee  on  Accounts  ? 

Answer.  The  compensation  is  fixed  by  law,  but  the  Committee  on 
Accounts  have  generally  claimed  the  privilege  of  passing  upon  them. 
One  of  the  reasons  why  the  claims  I  hold,  as  it  was  assigned  to  me, 
were  not  paid,  was  that  it  had  not  been  approved  by  the  Committee 
on  Accounts,  though  I  have  understood  that  others  have  been  approved 
and  paid. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Question.  If  the  Clerk  pays  any  bill  before  it  has  been  submitted  to 
the  Committee  on  Accounts,  does  he  do  so  upon  his  own  responsibility? 
Answer.  He  is  responsible  for  the  amount  he  pays  out,  if  it  is  not 
finally  passed  by  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  I  believe. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  understanding  with  General  Cal- 
lom,  or  any  of  his  clerks,  in  reference  to  any  claims  by  which  the 
claimants  were  to  be  shaved  on  their  claims  ? 

Answer.  None  whatever.  All  the  money  I  have  made  out  of  the 
business  I  have  kept  myself  as  the  legitimate  profits  of  my  business. 

GEO.  S.  GIDEON. 

January  28,  1858. 

Thomas  Db  E.  Harris  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  occupy,  or  have  you  occupied,  any  position  under 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  oi  Representatives? 

Answer.  I  have,  and  do  now. 

Question.     For  how  long  time? 

Answer.  I  came  into  the  Clerk's  office  in  December,  1843,  and  have 
been  in  the  office  continuously  until  the  present  time,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  one  Congress. 

Question.  What  position  do  you  hold  ? 

Anawer.  I  am  the  clerk  having  in  charge  bills  and  joint  resolutions, 
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and  all  matters  ordered  to  be  printed  by  the  House,  such  as  bills,  joint 
resolutions,  documents,  reports,  &c,  I  read  over  the  journal  so  as  to 
prepare  a  minute,  and  post  my  books  so  as  to  be  able  to  discover  at  a 
glance  the  condition  of  any  bill,  joint  resolution,  &c. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  in  regard  to  the  stationery  contracts 
made  during  last  summer  by  General  Cullom  ? 
Answer.  I  know  nothing  atall  about  them. 
Question.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  selecting  the  stationery  ? 
Answer.  I  was  present  while  the  samples  were  being  examined,  one 
day. 
Question.  At  whose  request  ? 
ADswer.  At  the  request  of  General  Cullom. 

Question.  What  reason  did  he  assign  for  wanting  your  assistance? 
Answer.  I  do  not  remember  particularly.     It  was  a  simple  request 
that  the  gentlemen  of  the  office  would  go  up  to  look  at  the  samples.     I 
do  not  remember  that  he  assigned  any  special  reason. 

Question.  How  does  the  stationery  compare  under  the  contracts 
Hjade  by  General  Cullom  with  that  obtained  heretofore  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  examined  it  very  particularly.  My  impression 
is  that  it  is  about  the  same  as  we  have  heretofore  had. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  bargain,  agreement,  or  understand- 
ing, expressed  or  implied,  by  which  any  bonus,  profit,  or  advantage, 
in  any  case,  was  reserved  by  General  Cullom,  or  any  of  his  employes, 
out  of  these  contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  certainly  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  facts  that  would  throw  suspicion 
upon  those  transactions,  or  that,  connected  with  other  facts,  might 
tend  to  establish  any  corrupt  agreement  or  arrangement  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  What  is  the  rule  among  clerks  as  to  the  amount  of  sta- 
tionery they  were  entitled  to  receive^ 

Answer.  I  know  of  no  regular,  well-defined  rule.  I  believe  that  in 
the  Clerk's  office  the  clerks  have  generally  been  in  the  habit  of  getting 
pretty  much  what  they  desired  for  their  use.  I  have  certainly  done 
80  myself.  Some  years  more  and  some  less.  I  do  not  remember  that 
1  ever  went  very  extensively  into  getting  stationery,  but  I  got  all  that 
I  wanted.     That  seemed  to  be  the  understanding  generally. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  mean  that  you  did  not  buy  anything  at  the  stores 
ikat  you  could  get  in  the  stationery  office  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  never  bought  anything  myself  in  the  stationery 
^ine ;  I  do  not  know  that  others  did ;  when  I  say  "get  what  we  wanted," 
X  mean  anything  within  reasonable  bounds. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Was  there  any  limit  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  there  was  ;  may  be  a  clerk  would  not 
^  regarded  as  getting  too  much  if  he  got  |20,  |25,  or  |30  worth  of 
stationery. 
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By  Mr.  Kicaud  : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  extravagance  or  improper  use  of 
stationery  by  clerks  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  do. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  the  feeling  among  the  persons  in  the  Clerk's  office 
as  to  the  importance  of  taking  care  of  the  stationery  ?  Is  it  regarded 
as  a  matter  of  duty  to  do  so,  or  do  they  destroy  and  waste  it  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  taking  pretty  good  care  of  my 
own^  keeping  it  under  lock  and  key,  and  that  seems  to  be  the  practice 
with  others  ;  though  I  have  seen  some  little  carelessness  practiced  by 
myself  as  well  as  others,  but  not  to  any  great  extent ;  for  instance, 
if  a  member  of  Congress,  or  any  other  gentleman,  comes  in  and  asks 
the  use  of  a  pen  and  a  sheet  of  paper,  perhaps  a  quire  or  a  half  a  quire 
may  be  laid  before  him,  and  you  might  find  some  paper  lying  around 
in  that  way. 

THOMAS  De  KALB  HARRIS. 

John  Bailey  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Are  you  connected  with  the  Clerk's  office  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  if  so,  for  how  long^,  and  in  what  position? 

Answer.  I  have  been  in  the  Clerk's  office  for  7^  years,  and  perform 
various  duties  in  the  office. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  about  the  stationery  contracts  made 
by  General  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  I  assisted  some  in  examining  the  samples,  and  laid  out 
some  of  the  samples  which  I  considered  the  best,  though  I  am  not  a 
judge  of  paper,  and  cannot  tell  of  what  it  is  made  ;  I  can  only  tell 
when  it  suits  me,  and  writes  easily. 

Question.  At  whose  instance  did  you  assist  in  making  these  selec- 
tions ? 

Answer.  At  the  instance  of  General  Cullom. 

Question.  Did  he  assign  any  reason  for  asking  your  assistance? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  bids  or  contracts,  ex- 
cept your  agency  in  selecting  from  the  samples  ? 

Answer.  I  was  told,  "  there  are  the  samples,  and  it  is  necessary  to 
select  the  best."     That  is  all  I  know  about  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  private  bonus,  advantage,  or  any- 
thing of  the  kind  being  reserved  by  General  Cullom,  or  any  of  his 
employes,  out  of  the  contracts,  or  of  any  understanding  with  the 
bidders? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  that  would  throw  suspicion 
upon  any  transaction,  or  that,  with  other  facts,  would  tend  to  estab- 
lish any  such  thing  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  What  is  the  usage  of  the  clerks  as  to  their  own  fita- 
tionery  ;  where  do  they  get  it  ? 
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newer.  From  the  stationery  clerk. 

uestion.  What  quantity  are  they  understood  to  be  allowed  ? 

nswer.  Under  Colonel  Forney  it  was  thought  that  a  clerk  should 

e  as  much  as  a  member  of  Conpcress,  and  I  believe  they  are  gov- 

id  by  that  rule.     I  have  generally  gone  to  the  stationery  room  for 

.t  I  wanted  to  use. 

uestion.  Was  an  account  kept  with  the  clerk,  or  was  every  man 

wed  to  take  what  he  pleased  ? 

nswer.  I  think  an  account  was  kept. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

uestion.  Who  had  charge  of  the  stationery  when  purchased  and 

ived  under  contract,  and  who  was  considered  responsible  for  its 

keeping? 

nswer.  Mr.  Minnix  was  the  stationery  clerk  ;  it  was  his  business  ; 

I  think  he  attended  to  it  particularly. 

uestion.  Do  you  know  of  any  extravagant  use  or  improper  appli- 

3n  of  the  stationery  of  the  House  ? 

nswer.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman : 

uestion.  Who  acted  as  chief  clerk  in  his  absence? 
.nswer.  I  acted  in  his  place  at  two  different  times,  once  about  four 
ks,  and  another  time  about  twelve  days. 

►uestion.  During  that  time  did  General  CuUom  ever  pay  out  any 
ley,  or  fill  out  any  checks  ? 

inswer.  No  money  was  paid  at  the  Clerk's  office ;  I  drew  up  the 
cks,  took  them  to  General  Cullom,  and  he  signed  them. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  person  having  claims  against  your 
ce  presenting  them,  and  being  refused  payment,  when  there  was 
Dey  there  to  pay  them  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not. 

iuestion.  Do  you  know  of  any  arrangement  among  persons  outside 
ong  parties  by   which    payment   was   to   be   refused,    and   then 
imants  be  shaved  directly  or  indirectly  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Question.  You  speak  of  drawing  checks  or  drafts  ;  where  were  the 
ds  deposited  upon  which  you  drew  ? 

Answer.  At  first  they  were  at  Thomas  R.  Suter's,  who  acted  as 
nt ;  the  second  they  were  at  the  treasury.     General  Cullom  never 
broached  me  in  any  manner  improperly,  or  at  any  time  in  a  way 
consistent  with  my  duties. 

JOHN  BAILEY. 

•Frederick  Emmerich  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Are  you  connected  with  the  Clerk's  office  ;  and  if  so, 
how  long  a  time  ? 

Inswer.  I  am  a  messenger  in  the  Clerk's  office,  and  have  been 
nected  with  it  for  the  last  five  years. 
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Question.  What  do  you  know  in  regard  to  the  stationery  contracts 
made  by  General  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  them. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  examining  the  samples,  or 
with  opening  the  bids  ? 

Answer.  AH  I  did  was  to  help  open  the  boxes  and  lay  the  sta- 
tionery out ;  after  that  I  was  not  present. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Have  you  ever  acted  in  the  stationer's  room  for  Mr. 
Minnix  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  What  was  your  practice  in  regard  to  delivering  sta- 
tionery in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Minnix? 

Answer.  I  gave  out  what  was  called  for^  and  kept  a  memorandam, 
which  I  handed  to  Mr.  Minnix. 

Question.  Did  you  give  out  anything  without  keeping  such  a 
memorandum  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  unless,  when  I  was  in  a  great  hurry,  I  may 
have  given  out  an  envelope  or  a  sheet  of  blotting  paper,  or  something 
like  that ;  but  generally  I  kept  an  account  upon  a  piece  of  paper,  and 
handed  it  to  Mr.  Minnix  upon  his  return,  so  that  he  could  enter  it 
upon  his  books. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  stationery  going  out  of  the  room  to 
,  persons  not  entitled  to  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Sometimes  I  have  gone  there  and  taken  sta- 
tionery left  there  for  others  and  delivered  it. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  an  account  in  a  book  while  you  were  in 
the  stationer's  office? 

Answer.  I  kept  a  memorandum  upon  a  sheet  of  paper,  and  as  soon 
as  Mr.  Minnix  returned  I  generally  showed  it  to  him,  so  that  he 
could  enter  it  upon  his  books. 

Question.  How  long  has  he  been  absent  ? 

Answer.  I  have  never  attended  to  his  office  there  for  any  length  of 
time,  only  when  I  happened  to  be  present  at  the  time.  I  never  kept 
his  key,  or  had  charge  of  it.  I  never  acted  permanently  in  his  place, 
only  giving  out  stationery  when  I  happened  to  be  there. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  stationery  having  gone  out  at  any 
time  in  an  improper  manner,  or  in  large  and  unusual  quantities  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  authority  did  General  Cullom  exercise  over  tbe 
stationery,  or  what  instruction  and  injunctions  did  he  give  in  regard 
to  it? 

Answer.  He  kept  things  very  straight ;  it  was  quite  as  much  so 
during  his  administration,  I  think,  as  it  was  previously.  We  had  to 
get  an  order  for  the  stationery  we  wanted,  though  three  or  four  years 
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,go  I  always  considered  that  we  could  get  all  we  could  use  ourselves. 
.  used  to  get  what  I  wanted  from  time  to  time,  as  was  necessary ;  but 
[  know  that  General  Cullom  gave  strict  orders  to  Mr.  Minnix ;  for  I 
leard  Mr.  Minnix  say  frequently  that  he  could  not  give  out  anything 
mtil  he  got  an  order  for  it. 

FREDERICK  EMMERICH. 

John  D.  Thomson  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Are  you  connected  with  the  Clerk's  office;  and  if  so,  for 
how  long  a  time  ? 

Answer.  I  was  originally  employed  to  do  some  furnishing  here; 
but  latterly  I  have  been  employed  as  a  clerk. 

Question.  Were  you  employed  under  Gteneral  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  now  employed? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  in  regard  to  the  stationery  contracts 
made  by  General  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  a  great  deal;  when  they  were  about  to  be 
made,  I  recollect  distinctly  that  General  Cullom  came  into  the  office, 
and  I  heard  him  request  all  the  clerks  to  be  present  at  the  examina- 
tion when  the  bids  and  samples  were  to  be  opened;  he  said  that  he 
ihonld  rely  upon  them  entirely  in  the  matter,  as  he  had  not  judgment 
in  regard  to  stationery,  and  should  rely  upon  the  experienced  ones  in 
the  office  to  select  the  goods  at  the  lowest  price;  the  goods  were  spread 
oat  in  a  committee  room  up  stairs,  and  they  lay  there  a  week  or  ten 
days,  perhaps;  everyday  the  clerks  would  go  up  there  and  goon  with 
the  examination,  until  they  finally  agreed  upon  what  were  the  best 
^nd  most  appropriate  articles  to  obtain  for  the  House;  I  was  present  a 
petit  many  times,  but  did  not  give  the  matter  any  particular  atten- 
tion, because  I  did  not  profess  to  be  an  expert  in  those  matters  at  all. 

Qaestion.  Did  General  Cullom  assist  in  making  the  examination  ? 

Answer.  He  was  there  every  day;  the  awarding  of  the  contracts  in 
khe  end  was,  I  suppose,  all  done  with  his  approbation. 

Qaestion.  Did  you  know  any  of  the  bidders  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  that  Mr.  Baker  got  one  of  the  contracts;  I 
iid  not  know  he  was  a  bidder  then. 

Qaestion.  While  this  examination  was  being  made,  did  any  ques- 
tion arise  as  to  who  the  bidders  were,  or  that  a  contract  should  be 
p?en  to  this  or  that  person;  or  did  any  one  make  any  reference  in  any 
vay  to  the  bidders  ? 

Answer.  In  no  way,  whatever,  that  I  know  of;  If  I  understand  and 
recollect  rightly,  the  names  of  the  bidders  were  not  disclosed;  no  bids 
vere  opened;  the  examination  of  the  samples  was  gone  through,  the 
best  articles  were  chosen,  and  then  the  bids  were  opened  to  ascertain 
the  price;  I  know  there  were  no  bids  opened  until  after  the  samples 
vereall  examined. 

Qaestion.  Was  there,  to  your  knowledge,  any  understanding  or 
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agreement  between  General  Cullom  or  any  one  in  his  employ,  and 
any  of  these  bidders  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Was  any  profit,  benefit,  bonus  or  advantage  in  any  way 
derived  by  him  or  any  of  his  employes  by  reason  of  these  contracts? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  heard  of  anything  of  the  kind  until  this 
investigation  was  talked  of. 

Question.  Have  you  learned  of  any  facts  since  this  investigation 
was  ordered,  or  has  any  been  called  to  your  recollection,  that  connected 
with  other  things  would  tend  to  throw  suspicion  of  this  kind? 

Answer.  None,  whatever;  I  remarked  at  the  time,  that  I  never  saw 
a  thing  done  more  fairly;  it  was  all  done  as  fairly  and  properly  as  it 
could  be  done. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  purchase  of  the  carpets 
in  the  new  hall  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  got  by  a  Mr.  Fitzhugh,  by  order  of  Mr. 
Cullom;  I  am  practically  acquainted  with  the  upholstery  business; 
Greneral  Cullom  requested  me  to  have  a  general  superintendence  of  that 
branch;  I  had  formerly  done  some  of  that  business  under  him,  before 
I  was  appointed  clerk;  Mr.  Fitzhugh  had  a  written  order,  I  think,  to 
furnish  these  goods,  and  do  whatever  was  necessary;  at  the  request  of 
General  Cullom,  I  looked  over  the  matter  to  see  that  it  was  done 
properly  and  right. 

Question.  From  whom  was  the  carpet  bought? 

Answer.  It  was  manufactured  in  Massachusetts,  and  I  think  pur- 
chased of  the  agent  of  the  manufacturers;  it  was  a  carpet  selected  by 
Captain  Meigs,  who  said  that  he  had  a  view  to  harmony  of  colors,  and 
such  things;  General  Cullom  said  that  so  far  as  it  was  c  msistent,  be 
would  carry  out  Captain  Meigs'  views  in  the  matter,  and  intimated 
that  he  had  better  purchase  the  carpet  that  he  had  selected. 

Question.  What  did  the  carpet  cost  ? 

Answer.  It  was  bought  at  wholesale  price,  and  I  suppose  there  was 
a  profit  made  upon  it.  I  happen  to  know  what  the  cost  of  it  was,  for 
I  am  acquainted  with  the  private  mark  of  the  parties  who  sold  it.  I 
could  tell  very  near  what  such  a  carpet  would  cost  by  looking  at  it, 
having  dealt  for  a  number  of  years  in  the  article.  There  might  be 
some  impropriety  in  my  telling  what  this  cost.  If  a  man  sells  a  piece 
of  goods  he  likes  to  make  a  profit  upon  it,  and  yet  would  not  like  the 
public  to  know  what  that  profit  was. 

Question.  That  is  not  a  valid  reason  for  not  answering  the  question: 
What  did  the  carpet  cost  ? 

Answer.  It  cost  Mr.  Fitzhugh  a  dollar  and  a  half  a  yard.  He  got 
it  at  a  very  reduced  price,  as  I  have  reason  to  know.  It  was  all  made 
to  order  for  the  place,  and  as  I  had  the  superintendenoe  of  the  matter 
I  was  very  much  pushed  by  Captain  Meigs  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud  : 

Question.  Was  the  carpet  offered  for  the  House  of  Representatives 
before  it  was  purchased  by  Mr.  Fitzhugh? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  Captain  Meigs,  I  believe,  was  trying  to 
huckster  it  out  to  the  lowest  bidder  around  town.     He  had  made  a 
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lind  of  bargain  for  it  at  $  I  75  a  yard.  That  is  my  recollection  of  what 
I  heard  him  say  to  General  Cullom,  at  one  time  when  I  was  present. 
Captain  Meigs  said  that  he  had  made  up  his  mind  to  accept  this  sam- 
ple. Greneral  CuUom  told  me  to  get  Captain  Meigs'  views  in  regard 
to  this  thing.  Mr.  Cullom  stated  that  he  was  to  be  absent  from  Wash- 
ington, in  Tennessee,  and  wanted  me  to  have  the  supervision  of  the 
whole  matter,  and  to  carry  out  Captain  Meigs'  views.  I  communicated 
that  to  Captain  Meigs,  and  he  said  that  he  would  state  what  his 
ideas  were  in  writing,  as  he  could  do  it  a  great  deal  quicker  than  he 
could  say  it  to  me.  He  wrote  the  letter  addressed  to  Greneral  Cuilom, 
and  I  was  the  bearer  of  it  to  him.  General  Cullom  read  the  letter, 
and  passed  it  over  to  me,  and  I  had  it  in  my  possession  until  the  other 
day,  when  I  gave  it  back  to  General  Cullom,  as  he  said  something  to 
me  about  it.  The  letter  was  in  regard  to  turning  over  the  furnishing 
of  the  hall  and  a  number  of  other  rooms  to  the  Clerk. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  did  General  Cullom  do  in  regard  to  this  matter  ? 

Answer.  He  handed  this  letter  over  to  me,  and  directed  that  the 
orders  of  Captain  Meigs  should  be  carried  out. 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  anything  in  this  connexion  yourself? 

Answer.  I  did  not.    General  Cullom  merely  intended  that  I  should 
superintend  the  matter  and  see  that  the  work  was  properly  done,  as 
there  was  not  enough  to  keep  me  employed  in  the  Clerk's  office. 
By  Mr.  Bicaud  : 

Question.  Are  you  a  practical  upholsterer? 
Answer.  1  am. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Was  there  any  understanding  in  this  matter  by  which 
you  were  to  derive  any  benefit  or  advantage  in  any  way  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Had  General  Cullom  any  interest  or  any  concern  in  any 
contract  for  furnishing  the  hall,  or  in  the  performance  of  any  of  his 
duties  as  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of;  I  never  even  heard  the  rumor  of  such 
a  thing  until  this  investigation  was  ordered. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  make  any  approach  to  you  that  an  honest 
man  should  not  make,  or  that  an  honest  man  should  not  receive  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir  ;  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Question.  What  would  have  been  the  price  of  such  a  carpet  as  the 
one  in  the  new  hall  in  the  general  market,  or  in  a  jobbing  house  ? 
Answer.  I  would  have  willingly  paid  $1  75  a  yard  for  it  myself. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  You  say  this  carpet  was  sold  to  Mr.  Fitzhugh  for  |1  60 
a  yard? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  has  the  bill  against  the  government  for  this  carpet? 
Answer.  He  has  it,  I  presume. 
Question.  Has  it  been  paid  ? 
Answer.  I  understand  it  has  not. 
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Question.  What  is  the  amount  of  the  biU? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  exactly  ;  he  told  me,  I  think,  that  he  had  a 
pretty  smart  bill.  There  were  a  great  many  yards  of  carpet  used,  and 
It  must  amount  to  a  great  deal. 

Question.  What  does  he  charge  per  yard  ? 

Answer.  Two  dollars,  I  think. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 
Question.  What  is  the  occupation  of  Mr.  Fitzhugh  ? 
Answer.  He  is  a  builder  and  cabinet  maker.    He  has  been  employed 
for  some  time  by  the  government  to  furnish  offices. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Fitzhugh  a  salaried  officer  of  the  government? 
Answer,  I  heard  that  he  was  once  in  the  Treasury  Department,  but 
he  was  not  under  General  Cullom's  administration. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Fitzhugh,  as  far  as  you  know,  receive  any  com- 
pensation for  his  services  other  than  the  profits  he  made  upon  the 
goods  he  furnished  ? 

Answer.  None,  that  I  know  of. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  combination,  understanding,  or  ar- 
rangement, among  the  clerks  or  employes  of  the  Clerk's  office,  that 
when  a  bill  should  be  presented  and  from  any  cause  should  not  be 
paid,  the  holder  should  be  shaved  in  any  way  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  when  I  was  employed  to  furnish  goods  to  the 
government,  and  could  not  get  the  pay  on  account  of  there  being  no 
money  remaining  to  pay  it— as  in  one  instance  when  the  appropria- 
tion had  run  out,  ana  the  deficiency  bill  had  not  been  passedr— I  would 
take  my  bill,  if  certified  by  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  and  go  out 
and  raise  the  money  on  it,  at  the  bank,  or  elsewhere,  as  it  was  con- 
sidered the  best  kind  of  security  that  could  be  offered. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  combination  or  arrangement  by  which 
delay  or  obstruction  was  thrown  in  the  way  of  the  payment  of  bills 
when  there  was  money  on  hand  to  pay  them,  and  the  holder  was  in 
consequence  induced  to  take  less  than  the  face  of  his  claim  ? 

Answer.  I  have  never  heard  of  anything  of  the  kind. 

JNO.  D.  THOMSON. 

William  F.  Bayly  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Have  you  ever  held  any  employment  under  General  Cul- 
lom? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  and  business  ? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Washington,  and  am  a  stationer,  and  have 
been  for  twenty-five  years. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  contracts   made  by 
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eral  Cullom  to  furaisli  stationery  for  the  House  of  Bepre- 
atives  ? 

nswer.  Nothing,  except  what  I  have  heard  from  others, 
aestion.  Were  you  a  bidder  ? 

nswer.  I  was  not ;  I  have  not  been  a  bidder  for  three  or  four 
rs. 

inestion.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  making  of  the  contracts 
General  Cullom  ? 

inswer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it  at  all. 

jaestion.  Do  you  know  any  of  the  contractors — J.  Wheelwright, 
Baltimore  ;  McSpedon  &  Baker,  and  Ames,  Herrick,  Barnes 
ihodes,  of  New  York? 

Lnswer.  I  have  some  slight  acquaintance  with  McSpedon  &  Ba- 
;  I  am  very  intimately  acquainted  with  the  other  two  houses, 
Question.  What  is  the  standing  of  the  house  of  Wheelwright  & 
idge,  of  Baltimore. 
Answer.  Very  high. 

Question.  What  is  the  standing  of  Ames,  Herrick,  Barnes  & 
odes  ? 

i^nswer.  Of  very  high  standing,  character,  and  reputation  ;  I  have 
own  them  a  great  many  years. 

[Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  abuse  in  the  sale  of  stationery  under 
)  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  ? 

Answer.  Nothing,  except  what  I  was  told  by  Mr.  Jessop,  of  Phila- 
Iphia,  one  of  the  oidders  ;  he  was  very  indignant  at  the  manner  in 
iich  he  had  been  treated ;  he  showed  me  samples  of  paper  which  he 
i  offered  at  nine  cents  and  a  fraction  per  pound,  and  paper  inferior 

Jnality  was  supplied  for  eleven  cents  per  pound, 
aestion.  Do  you  know  anything  in  regard  to  this  matter,  of  your 
D  knowledge  ? 

Inswer.  I  do  not ',  I  have  seen  samples  of  the  paper  furnished. 
Question.  Have  you  seen  the  stationery  since  it  was  furnished  ? 
knswer.  I  saw  some  of  the  envelope  paper  this  morning, 
^estion.  How  does  it  correspond  with  the  samples  ? 
[nswer.  I  never  saw  the  samples ;  I  have  seen  that  offered  by  Mr. 
sop,  and  I  have  seen  that  furnished  the  House  by  Mr.   Wheel- 
ight,  I  am  told,  and  it  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  quite  so  good  as  that 
)red  by  Mr.  Jessop  at  nine  cents  per  pound,    in  regard  to  Mr.  Jes- 
,  I  would  say  that  I  have  heard  that  it  has  been  the  custom  in  the 
t  office  to  allow  the  bidders  to  be  present  when  the  samples  were 
ned  and  examined,  and  it  was  so  here  some  years  ago.    I  have  not 
n  a  bidder  for  some  four  or  five  years  past,  as  I  do  not  think  bid- 
I  have  as  fair  a  show  now  as  they  used  to  have,  and  I  believe 
X  certain  parties  making  bids  now  have  some  influence  to  get  their 
i  through  ;  some  years  ago  I  thought  that  bidders  had  generally  a 
itty  fair  chance,  but  I  do  not  care  now  to  put  myself  to  the  trouble 
I  expense  of  making  up  samples  without  some  prospects  of  getting 
I  contracts.   I  do  not  mean  to  say  anything  more  against  the  late 
!rk  than  against  his  predecessor  ;  but  I  must  state  frankly  what  I 
i&k. 

WM.  F.  BAYLY. 
H.  Bep.  Com.  188 18 
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Chaelbs  H.  Upton  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  connexion  had  you  with  the  Clerk's  office  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  immediate  connexion  with  the  Clerk's  office.  I 
was  in  the  post  office  of  the  House,  and  thrown  in  connexion  with  the 
Clerk  as  a  dealer  out  of  the  stationery  he  furnished. 

Question.  What  time  were  you  connected  with  the  post  office  of  the 
House? 

Answer.  Immediately  after  the  organization  of  the  last  Congress. 

Question.  Was  there  a  supply  of  stationery  on  hand  at  that  time? 

Answer.  There  was  ;  I  do  not  know  how  much ;  but  we  had  sta- 
tionery, and  there  was  no  want  of  it,  except  of  one  particular  kind, 
during  the  session. 

Question.  Was  the  stationery  on  hand  at  the  time  that  Qeneral 
Cullom  went  into  office? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  Did  that  supply  continue  during  his  term  ? 

Answer.  It  did,  except  the  item  of  commercial  note  paper,  which 
we  were  out  of  at  one  time. 

Question.  Who  supplied  that? 

Answer.  I  presume  it  was  on  hand  at  the  time  when  General  Cul- 
lom came  into  office.  When  we  got  out  of  it  I  notified  him,  or  some 
of  his  clerks,  and  we  had  another  supply  before  the  close  of  the  ses- 
sion. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  contracts  for  stationery 
made  by  General  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  1  know  nothing  about  them. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  combination,  understanding,  or 
agreement  between  General  Cullom,  or  any  of  his  employes,  and  any 
of  the  bidders  for  furnishing  stationery,  by  which  they  were  to  obtain 
contracts,  or  any  of  his  employes  were  to  receive  any  advantage, 
benefit,  or  profit  from  such  contracts  ? 

Answer.  None  in  the  world. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  combination  to  prevent  the  payment 
of  bills  due  when  there  was  money  on  hand  to  pay  them,  and  in  con- 
sequence of  which  parties  were  induced  to  make  deductions  from  their 
bills? 

Answer.  I  know  of  no  case  of  the  kind. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  improper  use  of  stationery,  or  of 
any  abuse  in  giving  it  out  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  was  the  habit  of  General  Cullom  in  relation  to  the 
disbursement  of  stationery  ?  In  his  intercourse  with  the  clerks  did  he 
keep  a  strict  check  upon  them,  or  did  he  leave  them  to  take  it  and 
throw  it  about  as  they  pleased? 
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Answer.  The  stationery  was  in  the  charge  of  a  particular  clerk 
nnder  General  CuUom,  and  from  him  I  obtained  the  supply  of  the 
post  office,  and  he  kept  a  book  and  charged  the  post  office  with  what 
we  got|  and  I  in  turn  charged  the  members  with  what  they  got.  As 
far  as  my  observation  goes,  I  know  that  the  stationery  was  kept  with 
the  proper  care. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Did  you  or  not  keep  a  correct  and  minute  account  of  the 
articles  distributed  by  you  through  the  post  office  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  so  carefully  that,  when  we  furnished  a  card  or 
a  sheet  of  paper  to  a  member,  or  to  a  stranger  to  send  in  to  a  mem- 
ber, according  to  the  practice  under  Mr.  Morris'  instructions,  we 
charged  the  post  office  with  it  either  at  the  time  or  at  the  close  of  the 
week. 

By  Mr.  Horton  : 

Question.  Did  you  keep  an  account  of  the  stationery  you  received 
from  the  stationery  clerk  r 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  there  was  a  pass-book  kept  between  the  two 
offices. 

Question.  Then  you  could,  by  comparing  his  account  with  yours, 
ascertain  whether  there  was  a  correspondence  between  the  two  accounts? 

Answer.  To  a  great  extent  I  could,  I  suppose. 

Question  If  he  omitted  any  large  amount,  could  you  tell  it  by  com- 
paring your  accounts  ? 

Answer.  I  could. 
By  Mr.  Bicaud  : 

Question.  Was  it  not  the  practice  for  members  of  Congress  some* 
times  to  go  directly  to  the  stationery  clerk  and  obtain  stationery ;  and 
were  those  items  sent  to  the  post  office  to  be  charged  against  those 
members  ? 

Answer.  Such  was  the  practice.  The  practice  of  the  stationery  clerk 
was  not  to  send  into  the  post  office — and  I  myself  requested  him  not 
to  do  so— the  fancy  articles,  as  we  had  no  proper  place  to  keep  them 
in  ;  and  members  who  inquired  for  such  things  I  used  to  take  to  the 
stationer's  room. 

Question.  Were  such  accounts  furnished  afterwards  to  the  post 
office  and  charged  to  the  members  there  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  the  stationery  clerk  gave  me  a  memorandum  of 
the  different  items  he  thus  gave  out,  and  I  charged  them  to  the  mem- 
bers. 

CHAS.  H.  UPTON. 

Andrew  T.  Owbn  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  employed  under  the  1  jite  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  General  Cullom  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Question.  In  what  capacity  ? 
Answer.  As  messenger. 
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Question.  Did  you  ever  have  anything  to  do  with  the  stationery  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What? 

Answer.  I  assisted  Mr.  Minnix  some  in  opening  the  stationery  as 
it  was  received. 

Question.  Did  you  dishurse  any  of  it  to  members  or  employes  of 
the  House  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  not  so  much  to  members,  but  I  have  given  out 
a  great  deal  to  the  post  office  for  the  members. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  an  account  of  what  passed  through  your 
hands  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  pretty  generally  ;  perhaps  I  might  have  forgotten 
some  things ;  I  do  not  know  that  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  it  was  your  intention  so  to 
charge  everything,  though  it  was  possible  that  you  might  have  omitted 
something  ;  or  do  you  mean  that  it  was  a  mere  matter  of  convenience 
whether  you  charged  it  or  not  ? 

Answer.  I  aimed  to  keep  a  strict  account  of  all  that  I  gave  out. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  know  stationery  to  be  given  out  to  those 
not  entitled  to  it  ? 

Answer.  Employes  got  stationery,  but  I  supposed  they  were  entitled 
to  it. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  of  its  being  given  out  to  other  than 
members  and  employes  of  the  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  recollect ;  it  might  have  been  done,  but  I  do 
not  know  that  it  was. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  know  of  employes  bringing  in  their  friends 
and  making  them  presents  that  were  not  charged  to  them  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  take  stationery  yourself  and  give  it  away  ? 

Answer.  I  might  have  given  some  little  article  away,  but  intended 
to  charge  it,  and  think  that  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Minnix  making  presents  of  articles 
in  the  stationery  room  to  his  friends  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  like  to  answer  that  question  ;  I  do  not  think  that 
it  relates  to  the  subject  embraced  in  my  subpoena. 

Question.  That  is  for  the  committee  to  decide ;  you  must  answer 
the  question. 

Answer.  I  think  that  perhaps  he  may  have  given  some  little  things 
away,  but  if  I  was  in  there  he  has  generally  told  me  to  charge  them 
to  him. 

Question.  What  was  the  understanding  among  the  clerks  as  to  their 
right  to  get  things  from  the  stationer's  room  ? 

Answer.  The  clerks  had  an  understanding  that  they  could  get  what 
they  wished,  so  that  it  was  not  too  much. 

Question.  What  was  regarded  as  too  much  ? 

Answer.  Anything  that  they  desired  to  use  in  their  own  particu- 
lar offices  they  had  a  right  to  get ;  when  I  came  here  I  was  told  that 
a  clerk  was  entitled  to  as  much  as  a  member  of  Congress. 

Question.  Were  you  told  so  by  General  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  say  '^  what  they  desired  to  use  in  their  offices  ;* 
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what  they  used  there  was  for  the  government,  not  for  themselves  ;  I 

am  now  speaking  about  what  they  used  for  their  own  private  purposes. 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell  when  they  got  the  stationery  whether  it 

was  for  themselves  or  for  their  offices,  or  how  they  were  going  to  use  it. 

By  Mr.  Davis :    . 

Question.  Did  you  keep  an  account  of  it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Would  the  books  show  the  name  and  amount  ? 

Answer.  They  would. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Minnix  getting  any  for  himself  that 
he  did  not  charge  to  himself? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  get  anything  for  yourself  that  you  did  not 
charge  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  recollect ;  I  misht  have  done  it ;  sometimes  he 
would  give  me  the  key  of  the  office  ana  tell  me  to  go  in  there  and  give 
out  stationery,  and  there  might  be  a  half  a  dozen  more  waiting  for  it, 
or  I  might  be  called  to  the  Clerk's  office,  and  in  the  hurry  might  for- 
get to  charge  it. 

Question.  Did  General  Cullom  ever  give  any  charge  about  the  sta- 
tionery ? 

Answer.  He  never  gave  me  any  ;  he  told  Mr.  Minnix  to  be  careful, 
and  keep  everything  straight,  and  keep  an  accurate  account. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  You  speak  of  Mr.  Minnix  having  made  presents;  to  what 
amount,  what  kind  of  articles,  and  to  whom  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  he  has  perhaps  given  a  few  little  things 
to  a  member  of  Congress  ;  a  few  sheets  of  paper,  some  envelopes,  or 
something  of  the  kind. 

Question.  When  that  was  done  was  an  account  kept  of  it  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not  charge  anything  to  a  member  in  the  stationery 
room  ;  that  was  done  in  the  post  office. 

Question.  When  a  member  gets  anything  in  the  stationery  room  is 
that  article  noted  to  be  sent  to  the  post  office  to  be  there  charged  ? 

Answer.  If  it  was  anything  of  any  amount  it  was  so  charged  ;  they 
hardly  ever  get  anything  there  except  a  sheet  of  paper,  or  something 
of  that  kind  ;  in  fact,  I  never  was  a  great  deal  in  the  stationery  room 
until  the  last  new  lot  of  stationery  was  received;  I  used  to  go  in  there 
and  stay  a  short  time,  an  hour  or  so  ;  when  the  new  lot  of  stationery 
came  on  Mr.  Minnix  told  me  that  General  Cullom  had  said  that  I 
should  go  in  there  and  assist  him. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Are  you  still  in  the  employ  of  the  House? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Has  there  not  been  great  carelessness  and  negligence  in 
that  department  of  the  stationery ;  and  has  not  everybody  been  at 
liberty  to  go  into  the  stationery  room  and  get  whatever  he  wanted  \ 


278  ACCOUxNTS  OF  WILLIAM   CULLOM. 

and  has  there  been  any  mode  or  regularity  in  keeping  the  accounts 
and  giving  out  the  stationery  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  much  of  a  business  man  myself. 

Question.  You  know  what  is  right  and  what  is  wrone? 

Answer.  I  suppose  that  Mr.  Minnix  always  intended  to  keep  a 
strict  account,  and  if  he  did  not  charge  everything  it  was  because  he 
fofffot  it. 

Question.  That  does  not  answer  the  question.  Has  there  not  been 
general  negligence  and  general  want  of  care  in  attending  to  that  busi- 
ness on  the  part  of  Mr.  Minnix  and  whoever  had  charge  of  it  for  him? 

Answer.  Mr.  Minnix  is  the  only  one  who  properly  had  charge  of 
the  stationery  room. 

Question.  Has  it  not  been  left  open  frequently  and  persons  allowed 
to  go  in  there? 

Answer.  It  might  have  been  left  open  ;  I  cannot  tell  as  to  that. 

Question.  Answer  the  other  question,  as  to  general  negligence? 

Answer.  I  am  not  business  man  enough  to  say  whether  there  was 
or  not;  still,  I  would  keep  it  di£ferently  myself  if  I  should  have 
charge  it. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  age  ? 
Answer.  I  am  24. 

By  Mr.  Davis: 

Question.  What  is  your  occupation  now  ? 

Answer.  Nothing ;  I  have  not  had  time  to  get  home  since  I  was 
discharged  from  offioe. 

Question.  Where  is  your  home  ? 

Answer.  In  Harrison  county,  in  the  western  part  of  Virginia? 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  showing  any  bargain,  agreement, 
arrangement,  or  understanding,  either  express  or  implied,  between 
General  CuUom,  or  any  of  his  subordinates,  and  any  one  by  which  he 
or  they  were  to  get  any  benefit  or  advantage  by  reason  of  any  con- 
tract that  should  be  made  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  know  of  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  persons  having  valid  claims  against 
the  Clerk's  office,  and  being  put  off,  and  thus  were  forced  to  go  into 
market  and  suffer  their  claims  to  be  shaved  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  arrangement  or  contrivance  by 
which  such  an  operation  was  to  be  carried  out? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  position  did  you  hold  towards  General  CuUom  ? 

Answer.  I  was  his  personal  messenger. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  ask  you  anything,  or  intimate  to  you  to  do 
anything,  or  make  any  proposition  to  you  that  an  honest  man  should 
not  make,  or  that  an  honest  man  should  not  act  upon  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
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aestion.  Neither  directlj  nor  indirectly,  through  himself  or  any 

else? 

newer.  No,  sir. 

A.  T.  OWENS. 


January  29,  1858. 
EOBGB  H.  Levis  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

nestion.  Where  is  your  residence,  and  what  is  your  occupation  ? 

.nswer.  My  residence  is  Philadelphia ;  I  am  in  the  paper  business, 

lanufacturer  and  commission  merchant. 

tuestion.  In  connexion  with  what  house  ? 

jiswer.  Charles  Megargee  &  Co. 

luestion.  Have  you  had  any  transactions  with  the  late  Clerk  of  the 

ise  of  Representatives  ? 

.nswer.  I  have. 

luestion.  What  is  the  character  of  those  transactions  ? 

Lnswer.  I  have  had  bills,  accounts,  and  orders  from  the  office  of 

erintendent  of  Public  Printing. 

luestion.  Did  you  ever  have  any  contract  with  the  Clerk  ? 

.nswer.  No,  sir. 

luestion.  Your  business,  then,  consisted  of  claims  that  you  had 

n  the  funds  in  his  hands  to  be  disbursed,  arising  out  of  contracts 

1  other  departments  ? 

.nswer.  Yes,  sir. 

uestion.  What  was  the  amount  of  those  transactions  you  have  had 

a  the  Clerk,  in  the  aggregate  ? 

.nswer.  I  presume  that  in  the  two  years  past  they  have  been  some- 

ig  near  $100,000. 

uestion.  What  was  the  range  of  the  several  items  ? 

nswer.  I  had  bills  from  |2,000,  $4,000  to  $8,000,  and  I  have  had 

Q  as  high  as  $20,000. 

uestion.  Have  you  experienced  any  difficulty  in  obtaining  the 

»unt  due  you  on  those  daims  ? 

Dswer.  Not  the  least. 

aestion.  Have  vou  ever  been  refused  payment,  by  reason  of  which 

were  compelled  to  have  your  claims  shaved  ? 

nswer.  I  never  have. 

aestion.  Do  you  know  the  general  object  and  purpose  of  this  com- 

ee? 

nswer.  I  did  not,  until  I  came  to  this  city  to-day. 

aestion.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact,  of  any  kind  or  character,  that 

id  go  to  show  any  improper  conduct  or  official  corruption  upon  the 

',  of  the  late  Clerk,  or  of  any  of  his  subordinates  ? 

.nswer.  I  know  of  nothing  of  the  kind.     My  bills  have  always 

I  promptly  paid  upon  presentation.     Occasionally  I  have  had  Uy 

t  a  half  a  day  or  a  day,  or  something  of   that  kind,   but  not 
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By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  bonus  being  exacted  or  promised  to 
General  Cullom,  or  any  of  his  subordinates,  to  secure  the  payment  of 
bills? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  such  yourself? 
Answer.  I  never  have,  in  any  way. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Nor  any  one  for  you,  either  directly  or  indirectly  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  agent  here  to  oollect  for  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  At  times,  when  it  was  inconvenient  for  me  to 
come  myself,  I  have  had  an  agent.  Mr.  Gideon,  of  this  city,  has 
attended  to  all  my  business,  not  only  in  that  line,  but  in  all  others, 
for  several  years ;  the  general  business  of  our  house. 

Question.  Did  it  become  necessary  for  you  to  appoint  such  an  agent 
on  account  of  any  refusal  upon  the  part  of  the  clerks  to  pay  your 
claims  ? 

Answer.  Not  at  all ;  it  was  merely  as  a  matter  of  convenience,  to 
save  me  a  trip  on  here  and  back ;  and  as  to  collecting  money  for  us, 
Mr.  Gideon  did  that  but  once.  I  have  frequently  had  bills  sent  over 
from  the  Superintendent's  office  to  the  Clerk's  office,  and  the  drafts 
upon  the  treasury  in  payment  made  out  and  sent  to  me  by  mail,  with- 
out the  intervention  of  any  one. 

GEORGE  H.  LEVIS. 

James  B.  Smith  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  and  occupation  ? 

Answer.  My  residence  is  in  Philadelphia,  and  I  am  a  bookbinder 
and  bookseller. 

Question.  In  connexion  with  what  house  ? 

Answer.  James  B.  Smith  &  Co. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  transactions  of  a  pecuniary  character 
with  General  Cullom,  the  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  have  never  had  any  personally  with  him,  but  I  have  had 
an  agent  here  who  has  collected  claims  for  me. 

Question.  The  committee  have  been  told  that  on  one  occasion  you 
suffered  a  discount  on  a  claim  against  the  Clerk.  Tell  the  committee 
the  particulars  of  that  transaction. 

Answer.  About  two  and  a  half  or  three  months  since^  when  money 
was  so  very  scarce  everywhere,  I  had  assigned  to  me  against  the  Clerk 
a  claim  belonging  to  the  estate  of  the  late  Robert  Farnham,  of 
this  city.  Mr.  Gideon,  of  this  city,  had  seen  General  Cullom  in  re- 
lation to  that  claim,  and  he  had  said  that  he  would  pay  it  if  it  was 
assigned  to  me.  It  was  nearly  three  o'clock  before  I  got  the  claim 
assigned.     I  missed  Mr.  Gideon  in  some  way,  and  afterwards  got  the 
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money  at  the  banking-house  of  Messrs.  Sater,  Lea  &  Co. ^  of  this  city, 
thoagh  it  was  after  banking  hours.  But  I  wanted  to  go  awaj  in  the 
4.20  train^  as  I  was  very  anxious  to  be  in  Philadelphia  the  next  morn- 
ing. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  claim  ? 

Answer.  Some  $4,200  or  $4,300,  I  think. 

Question.  What  was  the  discount  ? 

Answer.  The  money  was  counted  out  to  me  upon  the  counter  of  the 
bank,  in  gold,  and  I  had  not  time  to  count  it,  but  put  it  in  my  carpet 
bag  at  once.     I  found  afterwards  that  it  was  short  about  $200. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Was  there  any  agreement  between  you  and  the  bankers 
to  give  that  discount  ? 

Answer.  I  had  not  time. 

Question.  Was  there  any  understanding  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
House? 

Answer.  I  never  approached  the  Clerk  of  the  House  at  all^  or  asked 
him  for  money.  After  he  heard  of  the  transaction,  he  told  me  that 
when  I  had  any  business  with  him  to  go  directly  to  him. 

Question.  Where  did  you  get  this  money  ? 

Answer.  At  the  banking-house  of  Suter,  Lea  &  Co. 

Question.  At  whose  instance  ? 

Answer.  I  went  down  there  from  the  Capitol  in  a  carriage  with  Mr. 
Hugh  Tyler  and  Mr.  Thomas  Berry.  I  asked  no  questions  about  the 
money,  because  I  was  eager  to  be  in  Philadelphia  the  next  day. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  go  to  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.? 

Answer.  I  went  there  with  Mr.  Tyler. 

Question.  Did  you  mention  the  subject  to  Mr.  CuUom  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  knew  nothing  about  it,  to  my  knowledge  ? 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Why  did  you  not  make  inquiries  of  Mr.  CuUom  ? 
Answer.  I  had  no  time  except  to  get  the  money  and  go  to  the  cars. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Did  you  niake  any  contract  as  to  what  you  should  pay  for 
*he  money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  had  several  times  previously  got  money  through 
Mr.  Gideon.  Before  this  claim  was  assigned  to  me,  Mr.  Gideon  had 
^Ued  upon  Mr.  CuUom  in  reference  to  the  matter,  and  had  been  told 
by  him  that  if  the  claim  was  assigned  to  me  he  would  see  that  it  was 
l%id.  I  did  not  hand  it  to  Mr.  Cullom  in  person  aft^r  it  had  been 
Signed  to  me. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Was  there,  to  your  knowledge,  any  postponement  or  de- 
^rment  of  the  payment  of  the  claim  by  the  Clerk,  or  any  one  in  his 
Employ,  in  order  that  other  parties  might  have  an  opportunity  to 
*\iave  it  at  your  expense  ?  Or  was  there  anything  that  would  tend  to 
show  that  such  was  the  case  ? 
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Answer.  I  have  told  the  truth ;  you  have  my  statemeut ;  I  made 
no  inquiries  at  the  time,  and  had  just  time  to  get  the  money,  put  it 
in  my  carpet  bag,  and  get  to  the  depot  before  the  cars  started*  If  I 
had  had  time  I  should  perhaps  have  made  some  inquiries. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  At  what  time  did  that  claim  come  into  your  hands  ? 

Answer.  During  the  day  on  which  this  transaction  occurred.  I  had 
some  difficulty  in  getting  Mr.  Blanchard,  the  executor  of  the  estate  of 
Mr.  Farnham,  to  assign  the  claim  to  me,  as  he  wanted  money  himself. 
And  it  was  half-past  two  o'clock  before  I  got  it. 

Question.  For  what  consideration  was  it  assigned  to  you  ? 

Answer.  For  work  done  by  me. 

Question.  Did  that  work  amount  to  the  full  amount  of  the  claim, 
or  was  there  any  deduction  made  to  you  ? 

Answer.  I  allowed  him  the  full  amount  of  the  claim,  as  he  was  tbe 
executor  of  the  estate,  and  had  to  account  dollar  for  dollar. 

Question.  Was  the  estate  indebted  to  you  for  the  amount  of  this 
claim  ? 

Answer.  It  was. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 
Question.  Was  Farnham  a  contractor  for  the  binding  of  the  House? 
Answer.  He  was  a  sub-contractor  under  Mr.  Williams. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Did  you  come  on  here  expressly  to  get  that  money? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  ^ot  here  that  morning,  and  the  following  day 
I  was  in  Philadelphia  with  the  money.  I  think  we  should  have  been 
protested  if  I  had  not  got  back  at  that  time.  I  did  not  at  all  com- 
plain of  the  discount ;  I  would  have  cheerfully  done  that  then, 
and  would  do  it  now  in  our  business  transactions.  If  I  had  had  any 
claims  afterwards,  I  should  certainly  have  presented  them  to  Mr. 
CuUom,  from  what  he  stated  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Berry  and  myself; 
he  said  that  if  I  had  any  more  claims  against  his  office  to  present 
them  to  him. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Then  you  did  not  dispose  of  this  claim  at  a  discount  on 
account  of  any  refusal  upon  the  part  of  the  Clerk  to  pay  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  It  was  in  consequence  of  my  own  acts  that  I  was 
compelled  to  get  the  money  in  that  way. 
By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Was  it  commercial  paper,  answerable  in  Philadelphia,  that 
was  due  on  the  day  after  you  were  in  Washington  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  we  had  some  engagements  to  meet  there  then. 
I  knew  that  in  some  cases  money  was  selling  at  2  per  cent,  per  month, 
and  I  thought  I  got  it  very  cheaply. 

Question.  Then  it  was  to  sustain  the  credit  of  your  house  that  yon 
entered  voluntarily  into  this  arrangement? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  the  Ohainnaa : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  outside  of  what  you  have  heen 
interrogated  upon  connected  with  the  object  of  this  investigation? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  or  been  informed  that  there  was  an 
outside  body  here  through  whom  these  claims  could  be  paid  at  a  dis- 
count? 

Answer.  No^  sir ;  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  arrangement. 
Mr.  Gideon  had  always  attended  to  these  things  before. 

JAS.  B.  SMITH. 

Thomas  Sinclair  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  and  business? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Philadelphia^  and  am  a  lithographer^  carrying 
on  business  for  myself. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  business  transactions  with  Mr.  Cul- 
lom,  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  have  had  some  bills  paid  in  his  office.  I  do  not  think  I 
should  know  Mr.  CuUom  if  I  should  see  him.  I  think  I  saw  him  oncey 
last  session,  but  the  principal  clerk  of  his  office  paid  my  bills  when 
presented. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  paid  you  during  the  clerkship  of 
Mr.  Cullom,  during  two  years  past? 

Answer.  Perhaps  it  might  have  been  $15,000  or  $20,000, 1  cannot 
tell  exactly. 

Question.  How  were  those  claims  paid,  upon  what  authentication  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  they  were  approved  oy  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing.  I  took  the  certified  accounts  to  the  Clerk's  office  and 
got  checks  for  the  amount. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  hindered,  delayed,  or  postponed  in  getting 
joar  money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  suffer  any  discount  on  your  bills  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  the  least.  No  proposition  of  the  kind  was 
^^er  made  or  even  insinuated  to  me  by  any  person  about  the  office.  I  saw 
Piincipally  the  chief  clerk,  whom  I  always  found  a  very  gentlemanly 
^an,  and  who  always  paid  we  when  I  presented  my  bills. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  his  name  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.     I  do  not  know  as  I  ever  ascertained  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  bonus  or  margin  being  paid  or  being 
Promised  in  consequence  of  having  your  bills  paid  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  anything  yourself  in  that  way? 

Answer.  I  never  have. 

THOS.  8INCLAIB. 
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Fbbbuaby  1,  1858. 
Amariah  Holbrooe,  jr.y  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  place  of  residence  and  your  oocnpation  ? 

Answer.  I  reside  at  Sandy  Hill,  Washington  county,  in  the  State 
of  New  York.     I  am  farming,  and  have  a  market  there. 

Question.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Cullom,  late  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatiyes  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  husiness  transactions  with  him? 

Answer.  I  made  a  bid  here  last  spring  to  supply  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives with  paper. 

Question.  Did  you  bring  your  bids  here  or  did  you  send  them  here  ? 

Answer.  1  mailed  them  to  this  place  ;  but  I  was  on  here  before  the 
time  for  sending  them  in. 

Question.  Were  your  bids  accepted  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  suppose  not. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  interview  with  the  late  Clerk  when 
you  were  on  here  ? 

Answer.'  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  interview  with  any  of  his  employes  ? 

Answer.  1  saw  some  of  the  clerks  in  the  office  when  I  was  on  here. 

Question.  Did  you  send  your  samples  with  your  bids  P 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Question.  From  whence  did  you  procure  your  samples  ? 

Answer.  They  were  made  in  a  mill  in  our  place. 

Question.  Were  you  bidding  for  yourself  and  on  your  own  account  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  For  what  articles  did  you  bid? 

Answer.  I  bid  for  three  different  kinds  of  wrapping  paper. 

Question.  How  did  you  intend  to  supply  yourself  with  this  paper 
had  your  bids  been  accepted  ? 

Answer.  I  had  an  interest  in  the  paper  mill. 

Question.  Were  you  bidding  in  behalf  of  the  paper  mill,  or  for  your- 
self alone  ? 

Answer.  For  myself  alone. 

Question.  What  was  the  extent  of  vour  bids  ? 

Answer.  1  do  not  remember.     If  the  committee  have  the  bids,  the 
amount  can  be  ascertained  from  them. 

Question.  Did  you  make  more  than  one  bid? 

Answer.  Not  more  than  one  for  each  article  for  which  I  bid.    I  had 
to  make  a  separate  bid  for  each  article. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  contracts  that  were 
made  for  the  stationery  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  How  many  bids  had  you  ? 
Answer.  Three ;  for  three  different  items. 
Question.  What  were  the  three  articles  for  which  you  bid  ? 
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Answer.  They  were  all  wrapping  paper. 

Question  Have  jou  examined  the  samples  for  the  same  class^  the 
bids  for  which  were  received  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  or  not.  I  was  here  in  Decem- 
ber last,  and  was  in  the  paper  room  and  examined  some  paper  there;  I 
do  not  know  whether  they  were  the  samples  or  not. 

[Three  bids  were  here  shown  the  witness.] 

Question.  Are  these  your  bids  ? 

Answer.  They  are.    I  o£fered  the  paper  for  |2  60  a  ream. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question,  la  this  letter  among  these  bids  from  you  ? 

Answer.  It  is  one  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Cullom^  I  believe. 

Question.  I  perceive  that  you  subscribe  yourself '  *yours,  fraternally. ' ' 
What  do  you  mean  by  that  word  **  fraternally?" 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  I  mean  anything  particularly  by  it.    I 
very  often  sign  myself  in  that  way,  but  should  not  have  noticed  it 
here  if  you  had  not  called  my  attention  to  it. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Were  you  dissatisfied  with  the  contracts  because  your 
bids  were  not  accepted  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  a  little  feeling  at  the  time,  because  so  much 
was  said  about  there  being  no  chance  for  me.  I  waited  here  some  time 
for  Mr.  Cullom,  to  see  whether  it  was  true  that  I  had  no  chance. 
Finally,  I  went  home,  and  did  send  my  bids  here.  But  I  had  got  the 
impression  in  some  way,  from  the  talk  I  heard  about  me  here,  that  I 
^'  bad  no  right."  I  had  been  at  considerable  expense  to  get  up  these 
samples ;  had  shut  down  the  mill  in  order  to  make  them,  and  had 
some  feeling  about  it  when  they  were  not  accepted. 

Question.  How  did  you  get  that  impression  ? 

Answer.  From  the  talk  I  heard  here,  as  others  have  heard. 

Question.  Did  you  know  General  Oullom  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  there  any  act  upon  the  part  of  Mr.  Cullom,  or  of  any 
of  his  clerks,  of  unfairness  that  led  you  to  believe  that  there  was  any 
collusion  or  corruption  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  none  that  I  ever  saw.  The  clerks  treated  me 
very  fairly  and  kindly.  When  I  was  here  afterwards,  I  stepped  into 
the  office  one  day,  and  told  the  clerk  that  I  would  like  to  see  the  con- 
tracts that  were  awarded;  but  he  said  that  he  had  no  right  or  authority 
to  let  me  see  them. 

Question.  When  was  that  ? 

Answer.  It  was  last  December^  a  day  or  two  after  Mr.  Allen  had 
been  elected  Clerk,  I  believe. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

^  Question.  Can  you  say  that  the  paper  that  was  contracted  for  was 
of  the  same  quality  as  your  bid,  but  at  a  lower  price  ? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  that.  From  the  samples  I  saw,  I 
ibought  my  paper  was  better.  I  was  a  bidder  in  the  Senate  at  the 
same  time,  and  deposited  about  a  half  a  ream  of  paper  there  as  a 
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sample,  whicli  they  agreed  to  send  in  here.     That  was  the  reason  that 
my  samples  here  were  so  small. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  yon  take  any  extra  pains  to  mn  these  samples  through 
the  mill  more  particularly  than  usual  with  that  kind  of  paper^  with  a 
view  to  get  up  extra  paper  ? 

Answer,  fio^  sir.  The  pai>er  I  sent  here  was  not  a  fair  sample. 
We  were  running  other  material  in  the  mill  when  I  stopped  it  to  make 
these  samples.  We  cut  up  but  little  material,  and  made  the  samples  from 
the  first  running.  The  machine  ought  to  have  been  run  three  or  four 
days  in  order  to  get  it  into  good  working  order  to  make  a  fair  sample. 
That  was  the  reason  that  I  wanted  to  see  Mr.  CuUom, 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Then  the  article  you  would  have  furnished,  if  you  had 
got  the  contract,  would  have  been  l^etter  than  the  sample  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  every  pound  of  it. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Wheelwright,  the  party  who  seems  to 
have  obtained  the  contract  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  know  none  of  the  contractors. 

Question.  How  far  do  you  live  from  here? 

Answer.  About  440  or  446  miles.  I  live  on  the  Hudson  river  and 
Champlain  canal,  by  means  of  which  I  would  have  had  direct  commu- 
nication with  this  city. 

Question.  Was  it  oefore  you  put  in  your  bids  that  you  had  been  in- 
formed by  loose  talk  about  town  that  there  was  favoritism  exercised  in 
giving  out  the  contracts,  and  it  would  do  no  good  for  you  to  put  in 
any  bids? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  told  this  by  your  friends,  or  by  persons  who 
wished  to  dissuade  you  from  putting  in  any  bids,  in  order  that  they  or 
their  friends  might  have  the  matter  to  themselves  ? 

Answer.  I  supposed  at  the  time  that  they  were  friendly  to  me,  bat 
since  then  I  have  thought  differently. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Were  you  told  by  any  person  here  that  if  you  put  in 
your  bids  at  half  price  you  would  get  nothing,  because  you  were  not 
in  the  ring  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  told  you  so  ? 

Answer.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Sanborn,  who  boarded  at  the  St. 
Charles  here,  at  the  time  I  was  stopping  there. 

Question.  Was  he  in  the  employment  of  the  Clerk  ? 
^  Answer.  He  was  in  the  folding-room,  I  think,  and  told  me  at  the 
time,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  that  he  was  under  the  Doorkeeper. 

Question.  Did  any  one  but  Sanborn  tell  you  that? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.     There  were  a  great  many  here,  sitting 
around  nights  talking,  and  I  heard  a  great  many  things. 
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By  the  Ghairmaii : 

oestion.  When  did  you  come  on  here  ? 

nswer.  It  was  in  A^ril,  soon  after  the  advertisement  for  proposals 

e  oat ;  I  should  think  I  was  here  from  the  20th  to  the  2'5th  of 

il. 

By  Mr.  Dayis : 
uestion.  Do  yon  know  of  any  collusion  or  understanding  upon  the 
;  of  the  clerksi  or  any  one  in  Q^neral  Oullom's  employ,  in  relation 
[ie  contracts  ? 
nswer.  N0|  sir. 

By  the  Chairman : 

uestion.  Did  you  yourself  have  any  understanding  or  agreement, 

ress  or  impliedy  with  any  other  person  in  reference  to  your  bidsy 

vere  they  your  own  individual  onerS|  pure  and  simple  ? 

nswer.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  one  else  at  ail. 

uestion.  Did  you  undertake  to  furnish  this  paper  yourself,  if  your 

I  were  accepted,  without  either  offering  or  proposing  any  benefit 

dvantage  to  any  one  else  ? 

.nswer.  They  were  my  own  bids.     I  had  no  understanding  about 

n  with  any  living  soul. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

uestion.  When  you  were  informed  that  this  favoritism  existed  here 
you  give  any  intimation  that  you  would  give  anybody  anything 
>u  succeeded  ? 

.nswer.  No,  sir ;  I  had  nobody  to  act  with  me ;  nobody  to  do 
iness  with  me ;  I  was  alone. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Did  you  ever  inform  General  CuUom,  before  the  time  these 
I  were  accepted,  that  there  were  rumors  in  circulation  prejudicial  to 
supposed  fairness  in  this  matter  ? 
answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

^estion.  Did  Sanborn,  in  what  he  said  to  you,  intimate  that  by 
ig  employed  he  could  make  interest  for  you  ? 
Lnswer.  No,  sir,  I  think  not ;  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such 
Ig.  If  I  had  seen  Mr.  Cullom  at  the  time,  after  I  had  heard  these 
igs,  I  should  have  told  him,  and  asked  him  about  it,  so  that  if  it 
I  true  that  I  could  **  have  no  right,"  I  would  not  have  put  in  my 
I.  But  he  was  not  here  at  the  time,  but,  as  I  understood,  at  his 
se,  in  Tennessee. 

A.  HOLBROOK,  Jr. 

Januart  28, 1859. 
SiiSHA  Whittlesbt  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  has  been  your  connexion  with  the  government  for 
)last  two  years? 
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Answer.  I  was  appointed  Comptroller  in  the  Treasury  Department 
in  1849,  and  remained  in  that  office  until  May,  1857. 

Question.  During  that  time  had  you  any  official  transactions  with 
Mr.  Cullom,  the  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  Yes^  sir,  we  had  many  transactions.     All  the  money  that 
is  advanced  is  by  the  approval  of  the  Comptroller.     All  the  requisi- 
tions that  Mr.  Cullom  drew  passed  under  his  inspection  and  obser?a- 
tion.     As  it  may  be  a  matter  of  some  importance,  I  will  state  the 
course  of  proceeding  in  regard  to  these  requisitions.     There  were  two 
modes  of  drawing  money  from  the  treasury.     Where  there  is  a  dis- 
bursing officer,  it  is  done  by  requisition.     Where  there  is  an  aooonnt 
stated,  it  goes  through  the  accounting  offices,  who  are  the  different 
Auditors  and  the  proper  Comptroller ;  and  the  account,  according  to 
its  character,  emanates  from  one  or  the  other  of  the  Auditors.    In  all 
the  business  done  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  the 
account  is  first  stated  by  the  First  Auditor,  and  then  it  is  revised  by 
the  Comptroller ;  that  is  on  a  stated  account.     There  is  an  act,  passed, 
I  think,  in  1823,  that  authorizes  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
cause  advances  to  be  made  to  certain  disbursing  officers.     The  mode 
is,  to  present  a  requisition  wherever  there  is  an  advance  made.    Mr. 
Cullom,  if  he  is  the  disbursing  officer,  draws  it  upon  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  stating  that  he  wishes  an  advance  made  of  so  much 
money,  to  be  taken  out  of  a  certain  appropriation.     The  various  ap* 
propriations  are  all  carried  upon  the  books  of  the  treasury,  including 
those  of  the  First  Comptroller,  and  whenever  there  is  an  advance 
made  upon  a  requisition,  involving  that  appropriation,  it  is  carried 
upon  this  account.     In  the  case  of  Mr.  Cullom's  requisition  for  any 
purpose,  an  account  is  opened  with  each  separate  appropriation. 
Whenever  a  requisition  comes,  the  books  are  examined,  if  there  is  any 
doubt  at  all  about  whether  the  appropriation  is  exhausted  or  not,  to 
ascertain  whether  there  is  a  balance.     The  requisition  is  supposed  to 
be  made  upon  the  Secretory  of  the  Treasury,  though  it  is  generally 
the  case  that  it  is  handed  first  to  the  Comptroller,  before  it  went  to 
the  Secretory  of  the  Treasury,  rather  than  come  to  him  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury.     The  Comptroller  examines  and  ascertains 
the  character  of  the  requisition,  whether  it  is  appropriate  to  be  drawn 
from  the  fund  designated,  whether  there  is  any  balance  standing  to 
the  credit  of  the  appropriation.     If  he  finds  that  there  are  doubts 
upon  the  subject,  he  expresses  those  doubte|tothe  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.     No  money  can  be  drawn  from  the  treeuiury  except  upon 
the  countersigning  of  the  warrant  by  the  Comptroller.     If  the  Comp* 
troUer  approves  of  the  requisition,  if  he  thinks  it  comes  within  the 
provisions  of  the  law,  and  there  is  money  to  pay  it,  he  so  informs 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  writing  ;  ordinarily  putting  it  upon 
the  back  of  the  requisition  itself.     And  if  he  finds  that  it  is  not,  in 
his  opinion,  proper  to  make  the  advance,  he  so  informs  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

Now,  in  regard  to  the  case  which  I  suppose  is  more  immediately  be- 
fore the  committee,  the  act  of  the  3d  of  March,  1867, 1  made  a  state- 
ment in  writing  to  the  Secretory  of  the  Treasury ;  whether  the  com- 
mittee have  seen  it  or  not^  I  do  not  know.    It  was  published,  though 


tares  made  under  the  resolution  of  July  7,  185B.  Inasmuch  as 
money  could  not  he  drawn  without  the  countersigning  of  the 
int  by  the  Comptroller,  I  went  into  an  examination  of  the  case, 
w  up  a  letter  to  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury,  informing  him  of 
bjections  to  the  requijitipn.  The  first  objection  was  that  there 
kD  act  passed,  I  think,  in  1853,  prohibiting  the  payment  of  money 
r  the  contingent  fund  of  either  House,  unless  with  the  concurrence 
e  other  House.  The  provision  to  which  I  refer  is  a  part  of  the 
section  of  an  act  approved  March  3,  1853,  and  is  in  the  follow- 
rords : 

?hat  hereafter  no  books  shall  be  distributed  to  members  of  Uon- 
,  except  such  as  are  ordered  to  be  printed  as  public  documents  by 
bngress  of  which  they  are  members :  Provided^  That  this  section 
not  prohibit,  or  interfere  with  the  distribution  to  members  who 
heretofore  received  books,  under  an  order  of  either  House,  of  the 
ining  volumes  or  parts,  so  as  to  complete  the  sets  of  which  they 
received  part."— (Vol.  10,  page  188.) 

was  passed,  as  I  suppose,  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  an  evil 
was  thought  to  exist  here,  of  one  house  making  use  of  money 
»ut  the  consent  of  the  other  house.  Again :  as  this  was  for  indem- 
\o  Mr.  Cullom,  I  wanted  evidence  that  he  had  purchased  the  books. 
k  exception  to  the  resolution  of  July  7,  1866,  because  it  was  in 
adiction  to  the  law  of  1853.  I  did  not  think  that  one  house 
.,  by  a  mere  resolution  in  e£fect,  repeal  a  law  that  had  had  the 
irrence  of  both  houses  and  of  the  President.  And  then  this  being 
1  indemnity,  I  thought  there  should  be  evidence  that  he  had 
lly  made  the  purchase.  And  I  suggested  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
mry  that,  before  that  money  should  be  advanced,  Mr.  Cullom 
:d  give  evidence,  upon  the  oath  of  the  persons  who  had  sold  these 
I  to  him,  under  the  resolution  of  July  7,  1866.  The  length  of 
that  had  elapsed  from  July,  1856,  to  March,  1857, 1  thought  was 
le  extraordinary — a  little  extraordinary  that  books  should  have 
purchased  under  that  resolution,  and  no  application  made  for  the 
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By  the  Chairman : 

1  do  not  know  that  I  apprehend  the  purport  of  these  observations 
you  are  submitting.  As  you  are  now  giving  evidence,  your  opinions, 
whether  present  or  past,  are,  it  strikes  me,  rather  irrelevant,  unless 
they  connect  tl^emselves  with  some  fact  in  some  way  so  as  to  make  the 
opinions  themselves  facts. 

Witness. — I  do  not  wish  to  give  any  irrelevant  testimony,  and  there- 
fore I  submitted  to  the  committee,  in  the  first  place,  whether  I  should 
make  the  statement  I  have  begun. 

Chairman. — You  can  proceed,  and  the  committee  will  determine 
hereafter  how  much  of  your  statement  shall  stand  as  testimony. 

Witness  (resuming  his  statement.) — I  thought  that  evidence  shonld 
be  introduced  showing  the  purchase  of  these  books.  I  will  mention 
another  thing.  This  resolution  was  passed  on  the  7th  of  July,  1856. 
On  the  18th  of  August,  if  my  recollection  serves  me  aright,  an  act 
was  passed  fixing  the  compensation  of  members  of  Congress.  That 
act  required  that  if  any  member  received  books,  those  books  should 
be  accounted  for  as  a  part  of  his  compensation.  It  was  for  these 
reasons  that  I  drew  up  this  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  If 
it  becomes  necessary,  I  wish  that  I  might  have  the  privilege  of  sending 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  get  a  copy  of  it,  because  the  reasons 
that  restrained  me  from  recommending  this  advance  are  set  forth  in 
that  letter,  and  very  fully  set  forth. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  If  I  understand  your  testimony,  in  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion I  propounded  awhile  since.  General  Cullom  made  a  requisition 
upon  the  treasury  for  $50,000,  which  you  advised  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  not  to  honor  for  reasons  that  you  have  stated.     Is  that  so? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  There  may  be  some  things  I  have  not  stated 
that  may  be  there  set  forth.  I  set  forth  my  reasons  so  far  as  I  con- 
sidered necessary,  and  I  think  they  comprise  all  the  facts. 

Question.  Did  he  make  this  requisition  in  his  character  as  disbursing 
officer  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  wish  the  requisition  was  here.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  was  withdrawn  or  not.  The  requisition,  I  suppose,  counted 
the  $60,000  as  a  part  of  the  $138,000.  In  reference  to  a  remark  made 
by  the  chairman  of  this  committee,  I  will  say  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  has  no  power  to  withdraw  money  from  the  treasury 
without  the  countersigning  of  the  warrant  by  the  Comptroller.  So 
that  the  power  over  the  money  is  as  much  in  the  Comptroller  as  in 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

By  the  Chairman : 

This  is,  I  suppose,  the  act  of  the  3d  of  March,  1857,  to  which  you 
refer.  It  is  under  the  head  of  **  contingent  expenses  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,"  in  the  deficiency  bill  of  1867,  *'to  indemnify  the 
Clerk  for  such  sums  as  he  may  have  expended  for  books,  under  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  July  7,  1866,  and  to  enable 
him,  under  said  resolution,  to  furnish  for  each  member  and  delegate 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  who  has  not  heretofore  received  the 


not  exceeding  those  for  which  they  were  heretofore  supplied : 
rovidedy  ako,  That  said  books  be  forwarded  by  the  Clerk  to  such 
library  in  the  district  of  each  of  said  members  and  delegates  as 
e  designated  by  said  member  or  delegate." 
wer.  That  is  the  act.  Is  there  anything  about  the  $50,000  in  it? 
irman.  There  is  not. 

By  Mr,  Horton : 

Btion.  Was  $50,000  the  sum  called  for  in  the  requisition  you 

»? 

wer.  Yes,  sir ;  it  was  under  that  act.     It  was  my  impression 

he  $50,000  was  a  part  of  the  appropriation  to  indemnify  Mr. 

2  ;  but  my  letter  sets  forth  all  the  facts ;  if  I  have  been  misled 

t  supposition,  I  must  have  been  misled  by  the  requisition  being 

),000,  as  a  part  of  that  indemnity. 

stion.  Did  you  refuse  to  recommend  this  payment  because  of  the 

8  already  given  ? 

wer.  Yes,  sir. 

stion.  Was  it  paid  ? 

wer.  Not  while  I  was  in  office. 

By  the  Chairman : 

stion.  Did  any  correspondence  pass  between  you  and  General 
a  in  reference  to  this  matter  ? 
wer.  I  believe  not ;  I  have  no  recollection  of  any. 
stion.  Was  that  the  only  official  transaction  you  had  with  Gen- 
ullom,  as  Clerk,  while  you  were  in  office? 
iwer.  No,  sir ;  all  the  money  that  Mr.  Cullom  received  during 
ne  he  was  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  was  by  the  ap- 
.  of  the  Comptroller. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

stion.  Was  that  the  only  instance  where  the  requisition  of  the 
was  not  countersigned  by  you  ? 
iwer.  I  should  think  there  were  others ;  so  far  as  respects  that 

very  frequently  that  there  were  requisitions  drawn  that  were 
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By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  When  you  refused  to  pay  the  emplojes^  were  they  event- 
ually paid? 

Answer.  They  were  paid  under  a  suhsequent  act  of  Congress ;  I 
refused  to  pay  the  employes  because  I  considered  the  resolution  in 
violation  of  the  law. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Was  that  di£Sculty  afterwards  removed  by  the  act  subse- 
quently passed,  to  which  }ou  refer  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  By  the  law  constituting  the  office  of  Comptroller 
he  is  required  to  countersign  all  lawfvl  warrants ;  he  is  responsible 
just  as  much  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  responsible,  and  the 
duties  of  this  examination  fall  more  upon  the  Comptroller  than  upon 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  because  he  has  other  business  to  trans- 
act. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud  : 

Question.  Has  it  not  been  the  custom  for  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  exercise  control  over  its  own  contingent  fund  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  it  has  against  a  special  law. 

Question.  Have  not  similar  resolutions  that  have  been  passed  in 
regard  to  the  payment  of  per  centage  to  employ^  been  paid  by  the 
Clerk  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House? 

Answer.  Not  under  the  same  circumstances ;  if  I  recollect  rightly. 

Question.  Has  not  the  Senate  complete  and  entire  control  over  its 
own  contingent  fund? 

Answer.  I  think  they  are  under  the  same  rule  as  the  House  of 
Representatives. 

Question.  What  has  been  the  practice  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  same,  while  I  was  in  office ;  I  know  of  no  dif- 
ference. There  was  this  practice  that  has  been  assented  to  by  the 
office,  and  there  may  have  been  instances  of  a  different  character, 
because  the  business  of  that  office  is  very  pressing  upon  the  head  of 
the  office,  and  in  all  cases  he  may  not  have  paid  that  attention  to  the 
requisitions  that  he  would  have  done  if  he  had  had  more  time.  The 
different  Houses  used  to  draw  upon  their  respective  contingent  funds ; 
but  when  this  special  act  was  passed  prohibiting  it,  as  an  officer  I  was 
bound  to  observe  it,  in  all  instances,  when  it  was  brought  to  my  atten- 
tion. There  may  have  been  instances  where  it  escaped  the  attention 
of  the  Comptroller. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Did  you  observe  the  same  rule  towards  the  disbursing 
officer  of  the  Senate  as  towards  the  disbursing  officer  of  the  House? 

Answer.  That  was  my  intention. 

Question.  Did  you  refuse  his  requisitions  for  the  same  and  similar 
reasons  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  now  call  to  mind  any  distinction  at  all ;  so  far  as 
respects  my  duty,  my  duty  was  to  observe  precisely  the  same  course 
towards  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  as  towards  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 


ACCOUNTS   OF  WILLIAM   CULLOM.  293 

By  the  Chairman : 

Juestion.  Then  you  and  General  CuUom  diflfered  in  opinion  as  to 
7  far  the  House,  by  resolution,  had  the  control  over  its  own  con- 
sent fund  ? 

Lnswer.  I  do  not  know  that  that  conclusion  follows.  I  did  differ 
n  him  in  opinion.  So  far  as  respects  my  own  course,  here  was  a 
',  and  I  thought  that  law  was  more  imperative  upon  me  than  a 
re  resolution  of  the  House. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Juestion.  Were  not  similar  sums  of  money  appropriated  by  similar 
olutions  of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  in  1854,  paid  by  you  or 
I  departtnent? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question .  Were  you  not  then  in  the  office  of  Comptroller  ? 
inswer.  I  was;  but  it  would  be  pretty  difficult  for  me  to  bear  in 
ad  all  instances  when  requisitions  were  approved.  So  far  as  respects 
duties  of  my  offi?e,  I  made  a  decision  in  writing  whenever  any 
»tion  came  up  involving  any  new  principle,  or  any  intricate  one; 
I  the  books  of  the  department  will  show  what  decisions  I  made. 

By  the  Chairman : 

^estion.  Was  the  difference  between  you  and  General  CuUom  upon 
\  subject  of  extra  compensation  as  to  the  power  the  House  possessed 
Qake  this  use  of  the  contingent  fund,  by  a  resolution,  without  the 
currence  of  the  Senate,  to  the  compensation  of  its  officers? 
inswer.  So  far  as  respects  the  matter  of  extra  compensation,  I  will 
that  there  was  a  class  of  cases  for  which  I  received  Mr.  Callom's 
lisitions  and  carried  them  into  effect.  But  there  was  a  class  of 
s  in  regard  to  which  I  declined  to  do  so,  and  for  the  reason  that 
gress  had  said  it  should  not  be  done.  So  far  as  respects  them,  I 
ik  you  will  find  my  decisions  upon  the  books  of  the  office. 

By  Mr.  Horton: 
uestion.  Did  Congress  pass  an  act,  last  session,  covering  the  class 
uses  that  you  refused  to  pay? 

.nswer.  There  was  such  an  act  passed.  One  class  was  a  minor 
s  that  did  not  leceive  compensation  to  a  certain  amount.  It  had 
1  ordered  by  Congress  that  those  clerks  who  did  receive  this  amount 
^mpensation  should  not  receive  the  extra  allowance.  I  undertook 
eparate  the  two  classes  of  cases,  those  that  received  less  than  a 
ain  amount  of  compensation,  and  those  that  did  receive  that  com- 
sation.  Those  that  were  cut  off  on  account  of  the  amount  of  com- 
sation  they  received,  I  refused  to  carry  into  effect  the  requisitions  for. 
I  requisitions  for  those  who  did  not  receive  that  amount  of  compen- 
on,  I  did  carry  into  effect  as  they  were  presented  by  Mr.  CuUom. 

By  the  Chairman: 
uestion.  The  object  of  this  investigation  is  mainly  to  detect  any 
upt  or  dishonest  intent  upon  the  part  of  General  Cullom.     A  mere 
r  in  judgment,  or  misapprehension  of  the  true  construction  of  a 
ute  or  a  resolution  of  one  branch  of  Congress,  would  not,  perhapi^, 
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come  within  that.  What  vre  desire  to  know  is  whether  this  matter  in 
regard  to  the  extra  compensation  was  or  was  not  a  mere  difference  of 
opinion  upon  the  construction  of  the  resolution  of  the  House  and  of 
previous  acts  of  Congress? 

Answer.  If  the  committee  will  permit  me,  I  will  refer  to  the  manner 
in  which  we  deviated  from  the  question  which  I  supposed  was  before 
the  committee.  You  asked  me  as  to  other  requisitions  than  the  one 
of  $50,000  to  indemnify  Mr.  CuUom  for  books  he  had  purchased. 

Question.  I  am  not  complaining  of  what  you  have  said,  or  the 
manner  in  which  you  have  said  it.  What  I  refer  to  is,  that  1  seem  to 
have  failed  to  convey  to  you  what  it  is  that  I  desire  to  learn  from  you. 

Answer.  In  regard  to  what  took  place  before  the  requisition  of  Mr. 
Callom  for  $50,000,  it  may  have  been  a  misunderstanding  between  Mr. 
Cullom  and  myself  in  regard  to  the  construction  of  the  law.  But  that 
I  consider  to  be  different  from  this  one.  So  far  as  respects  the  other 
cases^  in  reference  to  the  extra  compensation  of  the  employes,  I  do  not 
know  that  I  ever  thought  that  General  Cullom  had  any  intent  of 
fraud.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  intimated  or  expressed  anything  of 
the  kind.  But  here  was  a  requisition  made,  and  I  found  it  my  duty 
as  an  officer  of  the  government  to  resist  it.  He  may  have  put  one 
construction  upon  the  act,  and  I  another.  In  reference  to  the  resola- 
tion  authorizing  the  payment  of  money  to  the  employes  of  the  House 
out  of  the  contingent  fund,  I  think  that  Mr.  Cullom  and  myself  dif- 
fered. There  may  have  been  a  correspondence  between  us  upon  the 
subject  while  I  was  in  the  office.  T  was  very  particular  to  put  every- 
thing in  writing.  I  wanted  to  have  a  perfect  understanding  with  all 
the  officers,  and  desired  t^o  discharge  my  duty,  and  wanted  to  hare 
such  explanations  made  in  writing  as  would  be  entirely  satisfactory 
to  the  office  and  those  with  whom  I  had  any  misunderstanding.  I 
think  if  the  correspondence  was  called  for  it  would  show  where  there 
was  any  difference,  and  upon  what  points  there  was  a  difference. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  occurred  in  the  treasury  subsequently 
to  the  time  of  your  preparing  and  furnishing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  your  opinion  in  reference  to  this  requisition  of  $50,000? 

Answer.  It  was  an  open  question  when  I  left.  I  know  nothing  of 
what  has  occurred  since  I  left  the  office,  except  from  hearsay. 

Question.  You  have  stated  that  you  have  had  frequent  and  large 
transactions  with  General  Cullom,  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. Is  there  any  fact  within  your  knowledge  that  will  show 
either  malfeasance  or  misfeasance  or  dereliction  of  official  duty,  or 
that  will  have  a  tendency  to  establish  anything  of  the  kind  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  So  far  as  facts  go,  I  will  say  that  I  do  not  want  to  trespass 
at  all  upon  the  rules  of  evidence.  If  I  say  that  I  know  nothing,  I 
shall  not  conform  to  what  I  think  exists  in  regard  to  this  last  trans- 
action. But  when  you  ask  me  if  I  know  of  any  specific  fact,  I  can 
only  have  an  inferencee  from  the  facts  themselves,  circumstantially. 
If  the  committee  want  me  to  state  what  I  believe  to  exist  in  regard  to 
these  purchases  under  the  resolution  of  July  7,  1856,  I  will  state  it. 

Question.  You  can  state  it,  and  the  committee  will  consider  here- 
after in  what  regard  to  consider  it  ? 


lid  not  believe  he  bad  purchased  a  book;  and  I  will  mention 
rcumstance  here,  this  resolution,  so  far  as  respects  its  operation, 
hoWj  suspended  for  want  of  an  appropriation,  and  so  far  as  the 
was  concerned  it  was  in  direct  violation  of  law.  I  did  not 
i  that  Mr.  Cullom  in  this  particular  instance,  as  he  had  never 
1  any  other  instance  while  he  and  I  were  in  office,  had  made 
Ivance.  There  was  no  account  presented.  If  Mr.  Cullom  had 
purchases  under  that  resolution  of  July  7,  1856,  the  course 
have  been  to  have  presented  his  accounts — that  he  purchased  of 
many  books,  and  of  B  so  many  books,  &c. ,  and  that  account 
have  been  settled  and  the  money  would  have  been  refunded 
.  The  language  of  that  act  being  ''  to  indemnify  "  the  clerk, 
ved  that  it  was  my  duty  to  require  him  to  give  strict  proof  that 
[  made  these  purchases,  and  the  persons  of  whom  he  had  made 
and  that  he  ought  to  have  given  an  account  of  the  amount  he 
id  for  them,  and  where  he  had  purchased  these  books  for  less 
be  usual  price,  I  did  not  think  that  should  enure  to  his  own 
,.  He  was  a  trustee  of  the  government  and  had  no  right  to 
money  out  of  that  trusteeship.  These  are  the  facts  and  reasons 
^verned  me  in  the  course  I  pursued. 

stion.  Suppose  that  the  requisition  had  been  honored^  and  Gren- 
illom  had  received  the  $50,000  ;  would  he  have  had  to  give  any 
it  at  the  treasury,  in  settling  his  accounts  there,  of  the  manner 
ch  he  had  expended  the  money  ?  would  he  have  had  to  produce 
^rs  to  show  in  what  manner  he  had  applied  the  money  ? 
wer.  That  would  have  been  the  course  ordinarily.  You  will 
e  that  by  the  law  the  clerk  is  to  distribute  these  books  to 
es  according  as  members  of  Congress  should  designate  them, 
lere  was  something  more  about  that  $50,000  than  appears  upon 
«  of  the  act.  It  may  have  been  that  that  was  the  amount 
the  bill  was  first  reported  in  the  Senate,  and  that  when  it  went 
House,  it  was  amended  by  adding  to  it  enough  to  make  the 
appropriation  $138,000 ;  and  in  my  letter  to  the  Secretary  of 
easury  I  have  referred  to  the  debate  in  the  Senate  upon  that 
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Witness  resuming — 

These  books,  when  parchased,  should  have  been  paid  for  according 
to  the  price  of  purchasing.  The  report  was,  and  the  belief  was,  that 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  and  members  of  Congress  were  combining  to 
divide  this  money  among  themselves ;  that  he  got  the  certificates  of 
members  of  the  House  for  books  which  never  were  delivered  ;  and  the 
clause  that  the  books  should  be  delivered  by  the  Clerk  to  libraries 
was  put  in^  as  I  understand,  to  correct  this  abuse,  or  supposed  abuse. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  know  whether  any  members  had  got  their  books 
or  not? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  I  did  not  believe  that  they  had,  and  therefore 
I  required  evidence  of  it.  I  stated  the  exceptions  that  I  took  ;  I  did 
not  believe  that  the  then  Clerk  of  the  House  had  made  an  advance  of 
this  money  when  there  was  no  appropriation  ;  I  had  been  here,  con- 
nected with  the  government,  a  good  many  years,  and  I  never  knew  a 
Clerk  to  inake  advances  under  those  circumstances  without  an  appro- 
priation. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Did  not  the  House  pass  precisely  such  a  resolution  in 
1864,  under  which  books  were  presented  to  those  members  who  had 
not  yet  received  them  ? 

Answer.  If  they  did,  was  not  there  an  appropriation  ? 

Question.  No,  sir  ;  and  there  was  no  action  of  the  Senate  upon  the 
resolution. 

Answer.  Then  if  such  a  transaction  took  place  it  escaped  my  notice. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Had  there  been  any  representations  made  to  you,  by  per- 
sons not  connected  either  with  the  treasury  or  the  Clerk's  office,  with 
respect  to  the  furnishing  of  these  books  ? 

Answer.  There  was  a  general  complaint,  which  had  existed  before. 
Those  who  had  these  books  on  hand  made  complaints.  These  were 
Mr.  Beaton,  Mr.  Bives,  and  Dr.  Mayo ;  they  said  that  these  books 
had  not  been  purchased  of  them,  and  were  not  in  the  market,  and 
could  not  be  obtained  unless  of  them,  except  they  were  purchased  of 
members  who  had  before  received  them,  because  they  never  had  had 
these  books  in  market  for  sale.  So  far  as  respects  that,  if  it  is  proper, 
I  will  state  the  substance  of  a  correspondence  between  General  God- 
dard,  of  Zanesville,  Ohio,  and  myself.  I  received  a  letter  from  him 
asking  me  to  inform  him  of  the  price  of  the  Congressional  Globe, 
stating  that  a  bookseller  in  this  city  had  sent  to  Judge  Harper  a  note 
asking  for  what  he  would  sell  his  Globes.  I  saw  Mr.  Bives  and  asked 
him  the  price  of  the  Globe,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  this  informa- 
tion. He  told  me  that  the  price  was  $5  per  volume.  I  wrote  back 
stating  such  to  be  the  case.  This  was  after  that  act  was  passed.  My 
belief  was  that  this  bookseller  was  engaged  in  getting  these  books 
for  the  purpose  of  distributing  them,  and  to  get  them  not  of  the 
original  publishers.  My  letter  upon  that  subject  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  stated  what  were  my  convictions.     I  had  a  conversation 


han  of  the  publishers  ? 
wer.  I  do  not  know. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Btion.  Has  there  not  been  a  uniform  price  for  these  books,  under 
fferent#  resolutions  of  Congress,  as  furnished  and  charged  by 
[erk  successively,  since  the  origin  of  this  book  system? 
wer.  As  to  that  I  do  not  recollect  any  difference  in  the  price  of 
)ooks.  But  I  wish  to  make  this  explanation  in  that  connexion, 
ipposed  that  the  publishers  have  a  certain  fixed  price.  Now 
irse  of  proceedings  has  been,  that  if  any  member  nas  received 
mey,  instead  of  the  books,  he  has  given  a  receipt  for  the  books, 
e  money  does  not  enter  into  the  account  at  all,  except  as  it  goes 
The  members  give  a  receipt  that  they  have  received  Gales  & 
's  Debates,  the  American  State  Papers,  the  Globe,  &c.  They 
receipt  for  the  books  themse^es,  and  that  is  carried  out  in  the 
ts  of  Mr.  Cullom,  so  as  to  enable  him  to  obtain  that  which  is 
ice  of  these  books.  Now  this  was  not  a  receipt  between  Mr. 
I  and  the  publishers^  but  a  receipt  between  Mr.  Cullom  and  the 
Ts  themselves. 

ition.  In  your  dealing  with  the  predecessors  of  Mr.  Cullom  in 
loe  of  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  have  you  advanced 
on  an  appropriation,  and  when  the  accounts  were  settled,  have 
ichers  called  for  them,  and  not  when  the  advance  was  made? 
wer.  To  that  question,  I  would  answer  that  I  have  never  re- 
the  receipts  before,  when  the  advance  was  called  for ;  and  I 
>  say  by  way  of  explanation,  that  I  should  not  have  done  so  in 
»e,  if  it  had  not  been  that  that  act  required  the  government  to 
e  money  to  indemnify  Mr.  Cullom  for  books  purchased  under 
[)Iution  of  July  7, 1856.  It  was  for  that  reason  that  the  vouchers 
Ninired  in  this  case^  and  not  in  previous  ones, 
ition.  Does  not  the  act  provide  not  only  for  indemnifying  Mr. 

I   for  hnolrR  AlrPAdv  nnrnhiWAd  nndAr  th«  rAAoliitinn  of  Julv  7. 
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should  indemnify  him  for  that  loss,  there  was  a  necessity  to  ascer 
what  the  loss  was  before  the  money  was  advanced. 

Question.  In  settling  his  accounts  at  the  treasury,  would  Mr.  Gal 
have  been  required  to  have  produced  vouchers  showing  what  had  I 
his  loss,  and  how  this  $50,000  was  expended  ? 

Answer.  Yes.  sir. 

Question .  If  he  had  failed  to  do  that  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  accoi 
ing  officers,  would  he  have  been  charged  with  the  amount  in 
settlement  of  his  accounts  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  I  would  say  that  so  far  as  respects  his  Ik 
that  was  only  for  $20,000. 

Question  Did  you  refuse  to  countersign  this  requisition  for  $50,( 
because  the  bond  was  only  $20,000? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  mentioned  that  only  in  connexion  with  ] 
inquiry.  It  did  not  enter  as  an  element  into  the  reasons  why  I 
not  certify  the  requisition  for  $60,000.  The  act  of  Congress  dire 
an  indemity  to  be  made  to  Mr.  Cullom.  I  did  not  think  it  came  wii 
the  bond,  and  I  referred  to  the  bond  now  merely  to  show  that 
government  could  not  be  indemnified,  under  this  bond,  if  the  $50 
had  not  beensatisfactorilyaccountedfor  in  the  settlement  of  hisaccov 

Question.  Did  Gen.  Cullom  draw  his  requisition  upon  the  treai 
in  the  same  form  that  his  predecessors  had  before  been  in  the  hah 
drawing  requisitions  upon  the  book  fund,  and  in  reference  to  i 
you  conceived  to  be  the  diflference  in  the  character  of  the  appro] 
tion  of  March  3,  1857,  from  former  appropriations  led  you  to  tl 
that  it  did  not  come  within  the  rule  of  tne  former  practice  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  the  requisition  was  in  the  same  f< 
because  I  would  prefer  to  have  it  before  me  before  I  expressed 
opinion  upon  that  point.  I  cannot  say  whether  the  requisition 
in  precisely  the  same  form  or  not. 

Question.  Has  this  book  business  been  investigated  at  the  trea 
in  reference  to  any  malpractice  or  misfeasance  upon  the  part  of 
Cullom? 

Answer.  So  far  as  respects  myself  as  an  officer  it  was  a  thing 
known  to  me  ;  it  was  not  made  known  to  me  that  there  was  any  i 
feasance  of  duty  upon  the  part  of  Mr.  Cullom  in  this  matter,  or  oi 
part  of  his  predecessors.  I  might  have  heard  of  it  in  a  casual  way 
I  did  not  so  far  confide  in  it  as  to  think  it  necessary  to  make  an  is 
tigation.  I  cannot  tell,  except  from  report,  what  investigations  I 
hwn  made  since  I  left  the  office.  It  would  have  been  the  duty  of 
successor  in  the  Comptroller's  Offce  to  have  made  this  investigati 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  can  give  us  authentic  informatio 
to  what  has  been  done  in  reference  to  this  book  matter  in  the  trea 
since  you  left  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know ;  but  I  should  think  that  Hon.  Wil 
Medill  could  do  so. 

Question.  Did  you  state  in  your  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  1 
sury  that  the  clerk  must  produce  the  receipt  of  the  publisher  i 
whom  he  purchased  the  books,  and  then  make  oath  that  the  partic 
amounts  therein  named  had  been  paid? 
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Answer.  No,  sir.  I  said  that  I  required  the  oath  of  the  publisher 
or  the  person  selling  the  books,  not  the  oath  of  the  clerk. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  require  that  in  the  settlements  you  had 
made  previously  with  the  clerks  of  the  House  of  Representatives? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  said  there  was  a  peculiarity  in  the  lan- 
guage of  this  act ;  it  was  to  indemnify  the  clerk,  and  therefore  I  wanted 
to  know  by  the  persons  of  whom  he  purchased  the  books  what  was 
the  actual  amount  given.  The  rule  I  acted  upon  was  different,  because 
the  act  itself  was  different. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  require  any  other  clerk  to  show  the  price 
given  ? 

Answer.  There  never  was  an  act  of  this  kind  under  which  I  was 
lulled  upon  to  pay  the  loss  of  the  Clerk  in  the  purchase  of  books. 

Question.  The  act  was  to  not  only  indemnify  the  Clerk,  but  to  en- 
skble  bim  to  make  future  purchases  of  books.  Could  the  Clerk  separate 
that  and  make  requisitions  in  form  for  indemnity  and  requisitions  for 
Fatare  purchases  ? 

Answer.  As  to  the  language  of  the  requisition,  I  desire  to  see  the 
requisition  itself.  In  regard  to  other  inquiries  as  to  what  I  required 
3f  otber  clerks,  I  would  repeat  that  the  reason  for  my  different  action 
arose  from  the  difference  in  the  language  of  the  statutes  under  which 
[  acted.  This  was  to  indemnify  the  Clerk  for  loss,  the  others  were  a 
l^neral  requisition  for  the  purchase  of  books. 

Question.  Can  you  tell  without  seeing  this  requisition  whether  this 
|50,000  was  called  for  as  an  indemnity,  or  as  a  part  of  the  appropria- 
tion for  the  general  purchase  of  books? 

Answer.  I  cannot.  The  committee  will  see  from  my  letter  that  I 
say  that  for  whatever  books  the  clerk  has  purchased  he  should  pro- 
duce evidence.  I  did  not  require  any  evidence  in  regard  to  books  to 
be  purchased  hereafter  at  all.  I  said  this  act  has  two  aspects  :  one 
was  to  indemnify  thef  clerk  ;  so  far  as  that  part  of  the  act  related  to 
Mr.  Cullom,  he  should  produce  this  testimony.  The  act  had  another 
aspect :  the  future  purchase  of  books  ;  so  far  as  respects  that  aspect, 
it  did  not  fall  within  the  rule  I  laid  down  at  all. 

Question.  Can  you  tell  without  seeing  the  requisition  whether  the 
requisition  was  predicated  upon  its  being  needed  for  indemnity, 
whether  it  was  wanted  for  the  future  purchase  of  books,  or  whether 
it  was  simply  a  requisition  for  $50,000,  as  a  part  of  the  appropriation 
of  $138,000? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  it  was  specific,  because  I  desire  to  see 
the  requisition  itself  before  I  say  that ;  I  desire  also  to  see  the  letter 
I  wrote  in  relation  to  it.     I  embraced  several  things  in  that  letter. 

Qaestion.  Have  you  stated  all  that  you  know  in  regard  to  this 
$50,000  transaction  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  I  have. 

Question.  Now,  leaving  that  aside,  apart  from  that  do  you  know 

whether,  in  any  other  transaction  between  you  and  the  late  clerk, 

there  is  any  fact  showing  either  malfeasance,  misfeasance,  or  dereliction 

of  duty  upon  his  part  ? 

Answer.  I  have  nothing  upon  my  mind  now  so  far  as  respects  that. 

Ai  I  have  said  before,  I  differed  with  him  in  several  instances ;  but 
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there  was  no  improper  motive  ascribed  by  me  to  Mr.  CuUom.  The 
business  between  his  office  and  mine  was  done  chiefly  by  Mr.  Ingram, 
his  chief  clerk. 

Question.  What  is  the  character  and  habits  of  Mr.  Ingram,  as  a 
business  man  ? 

Answer.  Entirely  unexceptionable,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  him  competent  for  the  place  of  chief 
clerk  that  he  occupied  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  nothing  to  the  contrary.  He  presented  the 
accounts,  and  they  were  generally,  if  not  always,  very  accurate ;  I  do 
not  know  that  we  found  many  exceptions  to  his  accounts.  So  far  as 
his  intercourse  with  the  department  was  concerned,  I  think  that  every- 
thing was  entirely  accurate  and  correct. 

Question.  Had  there  been,  previous  to  General  Cullom's  time,  any 
imputation  or  suspicion  of  improper  practices  in  regard  to  these  book 
transactions? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  heard  of  anything  of 
the  mode  of  transaction  that  was  afterwards  said  to  exist,  until  aAer 
Mr.  CuUom  came  here.  In  my  letter  I  refer  to  former  transactions. 
These  suspicions  and  rumors  may  have  extended  back,  but  I  W8S  not 
informed  of  them  at  the  time.  I  did  say  that  representations  had 
been  made  to  me  that  such  and  such  had  been  the  practice ;  but  I 
wish  the  coruroittee  to  understand  me  as  saying  that  I  had  no  sus- 
picion or  knowledge  formerly  that  these  practices  existed.  The  reports 
may  have  extended  back  beyond  Mr.  Cullom's  time,  but  they  did  not 
come  to  my  knowledge  until  after  this  controversy  took  place,  or  about 
the  time  it  took  place. 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

February  4,  1858. 
M.  C.  Meigs  called  and  sworn : 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside,  and  what  is  your  occupation? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Washington  city ;  am  a  captain  of  engineers, 
and  have  charge  of  certain  public  improvements. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  purchase  of  the  carpeting 
of  the  new  hall  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  or  of  any  of  the  carpet- 
ing during  Mr.  Cullom's  term  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives? 

Answer.  The  carpet  which  is  upon  the  floor  of  the  new  hall  was 
selected  by  Mr.  T.  U.  Walter  and  myself.  I  had  received  an  offer 
from  Messrs.  Claggett  &  Dodson,  proposing  to  sell  the  carpet  to  me 
and  lay  it  down  in  the  hall  at  a  certain  price.  Just  before  I  was  to 
close  the  bargain,  General  CuUom  called  upon  me,  and  said  that  he 
considered  it  his  province  to  furnish  the  hall.  After  some  con  versa* 
tion,  in  which  he  told  me  that  he  had  a  fund  appropriated  by  Congress 
at  a  previous  session  out  of  which  he  could  pay  for  this  carpeting,  I 
said  that  I  had  no  desire  to  interfere  with  what  he  seemed  to  consider 
as  a  portion  of  his  duty.  I  stated  to  him  that  I  considered  it  very 
important  that  the  hall  should  be  ready  for  use  by  the  first  Monday  in 
December — for  I  had  made  a  promise  to  somo  members  that  it  should 
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ed,  and  was,  of  course,  very  anxious  to  fulfill  my  promise, 
it  I  thought,  and  had  no  doubt  that  he  would  so  think^  that, 
appearance  of  the  hall  at  that  time,  it  was  possible  to  do  it, 
1  that  understanding,  I  would  turn  the  matter  over  to  him. 
hat  I  mentioned  to  him,  at  the  time  of  this  conversation,  that 
1  an  offer  of  a  carpet  at  a  certain  price,  and  requested  him, 
m  or  in  a  letter  afterwards  addressed  to  him,  that  he  should 
the  carpet  I  had  selected,  if  he  should  deem  the  price  reason- 
ifterwards  addressed  him  a  letter,  in  which  I  mentioned  several 
igs,  such  as  the  cushions  of  the  seats  in  the  galleries,  the  lining 
it  backs,  and  the  carpeting  of  the  galleries,  &c.  I  have  had 
;o  do  with  the  matter  since,  further  than  to  urge  the  person 
mderstood  to  be  his  agent  to  be  prompt  and  diligent  in  putting 

carpet. 

)n.  What  was  the  piece  of  carpeting  that  you  had  selected  ? 
r.  The  piece  now  upon  the  floor  of  the  hall,  unless  I  am  very 
(taken. 

m.  Of  whom  was  that  carpet  bought? 
r.  I  do  not  know.     I  was  to  have  bought  of  Messrs.  Claggett 
1. 

m.  Where  do  they  reside  ? 
r.  Here  in  this  city.     I  understood  at  the  time  that  it  was 

to  have  the  order  given  early,  for  it  was  necessary  to  manu- 
le  carpet.  And  I  understood  afterwards  that  the  manuCac- 
re  not  able  to  finish  the  carpet  in  time  for  the  opening  of 
,  and  the  consequence  was  that  a  piece  of  drugget  was  laid 
ront  of  the  Speaker's  desk  and  in  the  centre  aisle,  as  I  thought 
:o  do  that  rather  than  leave  that  portion  of  the  hall  bare, 

as  Mr.  Thomson,  who  put  down  the  carpet,  said  that  the 
r  of  the  carpet  would  probably  be  on  here  in  a  few  days.  I 
d  Mr.  Thomson  to  be  the  employ^  or  agent  of  Mr.  CuUom 

work. 

>n.  Do  you  consider  this  carpet  which  is  laid  down  is  of  the 
xe  and  quality  as  that  which  you  had  proposed  to  buy  ? 
r.  I  think  it  is  the  same. 
»n.  At  what  price  did  Claggett  &  Dodson  propose  to  sell  it 

r.  I  think  their  price  was  $1  TS  a  yard,  laid  down,  but  1 
ire.  I  have  their  written  offer  in  my  office,  and  would  not 
ist  to  my  memory. 

>n.  Do  you  know  what  price  was  paid  for  that  carpet? 
r.  I  do  not ;  after  it  passed  into  Mr.  Cullom's  hands  I  con- 
lat  I  had  nothing  more  to  do  with  it,  except  occasionally  to 
Thomson  to  be  ready  in  time,  and  I  will  say  that  some  of 
be  worked  night  and  day  to  do  it. 

'  Mr.  Bicaud : 

►n.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Thomson  at  what  price  the  carpet  had 
ed  to  you  ? 

r.  I  cannot  say  ;  but  I  wrote  a  letter  to  General  CuUom,  in 
tated  the  price ;  1  was  very  anxious  to  have  this  matter  ac- 
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omplished  by  the  first  Monday  in  December  last ;  but  some  of  thoee 
employed  upon  the  building  said  it  was  impossible  to  do  it,  and  I  foand 
many  persons  disposed  to  throw  obstacles  in  my  way  to  prevent  me 
from  fulfilling  my  promise  which  I  made  a  great  point  of ;  I  endeavored 
to  impress  upon  Greneral  Cullom  the  importance  of  having  the  work 
done  in  time  ;  after  that,  I  think,  I  wrote  two  letters  to  him,  one  on 
the  day  of  the  conversation,  and  one  on  the  day  after  ;  the  one  relating 
to  the  carpet  particularly,  and  the  other  in  relation  to  getting  ready 
the  rooms  of  the  clerk  of  the  House,  which  I  informed  him  were  ready 
to  be  furnished  ;  I  had  looked  at  it  as  being  quite  in  my  province,  and 
quite  a  proper  expenditure  of  the  appropriation  for  the  extension  of 
the  Capitol,  to  do  what  was  necessary  to  make  the  hall  habitable; 
but  as  soon  as  General  Cullom  presented  his  claim  to  do  it,  I  certainly 
had  no  desire  to  expend  money  from  the  appropriation  in  my  charge 
if  there  was  any  other  from  which  it  could  be  taken  ;  every  officer,  so 
far  as  my  experience  ^oes,  is  desirous  to  save  his  appropriation  as 
much  as  possible ;  if  the  Clerk  of  the  House  would  put  down  the  car- 
pet, it  was  for  my  interest  to  allow  him  to  do  so,  for  it  was  my  inter- 
est to  finish  the  Capitol  for  as  small  an  amount  of  money  as  possible; 
as  General  Cullom  seemed  to  think  it  was  a  sort  of  interference  with 
his  province,  I  yielded  at  once. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  he  claim  the  right  to  purchase  this  carpet  as  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  He  said  that  by  a  rule  of  the  House,  all  matters  pertaining 
to  furnishing  for  the  use  of  ^he  House,  came  within  his  province  as 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that  if  I  undertook  to  do 
it,  1  would  be  interfering  with  his  duties. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Cullom  received  the  two  let- 
ters which  you  say  you  wrote  to  him  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  received  them  ;  perhaps  I  ought  to 
mention  here,  that  Mr.  Dodson  came  to  see  me  at  this  time,  and  he 
knew  all  about  the  carpet,  and  was  anxious  to  sell  it,  as  all  merchants 
are  to  sell  the  articles  they  deal  in  ;  I  told  him  that  General  Cullom 
considered  that  matter  in  his  province,  and  he  had  better  see  him 
about  it. 

By  Mr.  Ricand : 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Dodson  a  manufacturer? 
Answer.  He  is  a  merchant  here,  and  deals  largely  in  carpets  and 
goods  of  that  character. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  manufactured  this  carpet  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  think  it  was  manufactured  in  the  north 
somewhere ;  but  whether  in  New  England,  or  New  York,  I  do  not 
know  ;  I  think  I  have  heard  the  name,  but  have  now  no  recollection 
of  it. 

Question.  Then  you  were  more  concerned  in  the  appropriateness  of 
the  colors  and  design  of  the  carpet  than  aa  to  who  made  it  ? 
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r.  Certainly  ;  I  requested  Mr.  Walter  to  go  to  Claggett  & 
who  are  large  dealers  in  the  articles,  and  select   several 
which  he  did,  and  from  which  I  selected  one. 
'  Mr.  Ricaud : 
m.  Do  you  think  this  carpet  is  the  same  as  you  then  se- 

r.  I  think  it  is  the  same ;  I  never  heard  Mr.  Walter  say 
about  its  having  been  changed,  and  I  described  it  ia  my 

that  Mr.  Cullom  might  know  it  ;  I  have  no  doubt  that  this 

le  carpet,  though  if  anybody  was  to  contradict  that,  I  would 

Uing  to  swear  to  the  contrary. 

^  Mr.  Davis : 

>n.  Has  any  claim  been  presented  to  you  for  the  payment  of 

t? 

r.  No,  sir. 

r  Mr.  Ricaud : 

)n.  The  oflfer  you  received  was  at  the  rate  of  $1  75  per  yard, 

I  the  floor  ? 

r.  I  think  that  was  the  price  ;  the  sewing  and  laying  down 

t  were  included  in  the  price  at  which  it  was  offered. 

f  Mr.  Davis : 

)n.  What  is  it  worth  upon  the  floor,  and  what  in  the  store  ? 

^hat  is  it  worth  to  put  such  a  carpet  down  upon  the  floor  of 

hall? 

r.  I  cannot  tell ;  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  such  a 

efore ;  I  must  say  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  labor  re- 
put  it  down,  and  I  would  not  like  to  make  an  estimate  of 

ras  worth. 

Y  Mr.  Ricaud : 

^n.  Do  you  know  how  many  yards  were  required  ? 
r.  I  do  not. 

Y  the  Chairman : 

on.  Is  it  not  a  much  more  laborious  undertaking  to  put  down 
pet  in  the  hall  of  the  House  than  it  would  be  upon  a  plain 

T.  Yes,  sir ;  much  more  so. 
on.  Who  put  the  carpet  down  ? 
^r.  I  understood  that  Mr.  Thomson  did. 
on.  Did  he  put  it  down  as  the  contractor  or  merely  as  the 
indent  ? 

!r.  I  do  not  know  upon  what  terms  he  did  it ;  I  had  nothing 
h  it  after  it  was  turned  over  to  Mr.  Cullom,  except  to  urge 
tting  it  down. 

on.  How  do  you  know  that  he  had  anything  to  do  with  put- 
own? 

»r.  I  saw  him  there  and  talked  with  him  about  it,  and  sup- 
at  he  did  it.  He  hired  a  number  of  men  and  women  to  work 
d  he  also  came  to  me,  at  another  time,  as  an  upholsterer,  and 
4}  have  certain  work  to  do  which  was  to  be  done,  and  I  made 
rg&in  with  him  as  to  upholstering  some  of  the  doors.     Gen. 
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Cullom  was  away  at  the  time.  I  thought  Mr.  Thomson's  oflTer  a  very 
fair  one  and  accepted  it ;  but  I  told  him  he  must  first  look  to  Gren. 
Cullom  for  his  pay,  and  if  he  declined  paying  him  I  would  see  to  it. 
but  I  afterwards  heard  that  Mr.  Thomson  was  in  the  employ  of  the 
government,  and  there  is  a  law  which  prohibits  any  oflScer  of  the  gov- 
ernment from  receiving  any  extra  compensation,  except  under  a 
special  law  providing  for  and  specially  relierring  to  the  compensation 
as  extra.  Therefore,  when  Mr.  Thomson  came  to  me  to  be  paid  for 
this  uphobtering  of  the  doors,  I  told  him  I  could  not  pay  him  any- 
thing under  that  law.  I  told  him  afterwards  that,  to  prevent  his 
losing  money  paid  out,  if  he  would  present  the  different  amounts  of 
money  he  had  paid  out  upon  the  work  I  would  endeavor  to  save  those 
he  employed  from  loss,  if  I  could  without  going  against  the  law. 

Some  years  since  I  employed  some  clerks  who  were  in  the  War 
Department  to  do  some  copying  for  me  in  the  evenings  and  after 
office- hours.  I  paid  them,  I  think,  something  like  $50,  as  I  knew 
nothing  about  the  law  then  ;  and  that  amount  is  charged  against  me 
and  I  shall  have  to  pay  it.  I  have  been  very  cautious  since  that  time 
whom  I  employed  and  paid. 

Question.  Was  General  Cullom  in  town  while  this  was  going  on  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  had  left  the  city.  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  be 
told  me,  during  the  conversation  I  have  referred  to,  that  he  was  going 
away  soon,  and  it  was  during  his  absence  that  I  made  this  bargain 
with  Mr.  Thomson  to  upholster  the  doors. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  those  accounts  have  been  paid? 

Answer.  I  have  not  paid  them,  and  do  not  know  anything  about 
their  having  been  paid. 

Question.  Did  you  consider  Mr.  Thomson  as  an  employ^  of  Mr. 
Cullom  from  anything  that  Mr.  Cullom  said  to  you,  or  merely  from 
seeing  him  employed  upon  this  work  ? 

Answer.  I  considered  him  so  because  I  saw  him  employed  there ; 
as  1  had  seen  him  employed  previously,  I  suppose.  I  had  a  general 
impression  that  he  did  the  upholstering  for  Mr.  Cullom.  I  remember 
that  he  said,  when  I  spoke  of  purchasing  the  carpet  of  Claggett  & 
Dodson,  that  he  would  probably  put  it  down^  even  if  I  bought  it  of 
them. 

By  Mr.  Bicand : 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Thomson  as  to  his 
character  and  standing  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  his  character  spoken  of  that  I  recollect.  I 
think  he  did  his  work  well.  I  will  say  for  him  that  he  laid  down  the 
carpet  very  well,  and  did  the  upholstering  well,  and  showed  a  great 
deal  of  energy  and  efficiency  in  driving  it  on  day  and  night,  at  my 
urgent  request.  I  had  to  be  stirring  up  everybody  about  that  time. 
I  do  not  think  I  saw  Mr.  Cullom  from  that  time  until  I  met  him  in 
the  new  hall  after  the  meeting  of  Congress,  and  he  introduced  me  to 
Mr.  Maynard,  the  chairman  of  this  committee. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  going  to  show,  or  tending  to 
show,  any  misfeasance,  malfeasance^  corruption,  or  dereliction  of  duty, 


¥er.  My  residence  is  Washington,  and  my  occupation  is  that 

ditor  and  publisher  of  the  National  Intelligencer,  of  the  firm 

'8  &  Seaton. 

tion.  Did  you  have  any  transactions  with  Mr.  CuUom,  late 

►f  the  House  of  Representatives,  as  Clerk  ? 

irer.  I  received,  in  March  last,  an  order  from  the  Clerk  for 

copies  of  the  Annals  and  Register  of  Debates  of  Congress,  to 

him  to  execute  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  July  7,  1856. 

tion.  Did  you  furnish  them  ? 

rer.  I  did. 

tion.  Have  you  been  paid  for  them? 

rer.  I  have. 

tion.  At  what  price  did  you  furnish  those  books? 

ver.  At  the  regular  price,  five  dollars  per  volume. 

tion.  Did  you  receive  your  pay  at  that  rate  ? 

rer.  I  did,  in  full. 

tion.  Is  that  the  only  business  transaction  you  had  with  him? 

ver.  That  is  the  only  business  transaction  I  had  with  him.     I 

ne  interviews  and  some  conversations  with  him. 

tion.  In  that  transaction  did  Mr.  CuUom  receive  or  reserve,  or 

te  to  receive  or  reserve,  any  consideration,  or  any  promise  of 

ration  ? 

rer.  He  did  not  receive  any  himself,  or  ask  for  any  for  himself. 

tion.  Did  he  receive  any  for  anybody  else,  or  ask  any  for  any- 

se? 

irer.  He  placed  me  in  the  hands  of  an  agent  who,  he  said, 

arrange  with  me  for  the  number  of  copies  which  would  be 

.     He  declined  giving  the  order  himself,  and  said  he  would 

man  to  me,  and  would  give  an  order  to  him  for  such  number 

s  as  he  should  specify  or  agree  to  take. 

tion.  Who  was  that  agent? 

rer.  Hugh  Tyler. 


306  ACCOUNTS   OF   WILLIAM  CULLOM, 

Answer.  He  said  that  he  had  placed  the  business  in  Tyler's  hands; 
that  he  could  not  give  an  order  himself;  that  he  did  not  know  what 
number  he  should  want,  or  something  to  that  effect.  But  he  declined 
acting  himself,  and  said  he  would  send  Mr.  Tyler  to  us,  who  woald 
arrange  the  number  to  be  furnished,  &c. 

Question.  Did  he  say  he  had  given  Mr.  Tyler  the  contract  for  fur- 
nishing the  books? 

Answer.  He  did  not  say  anything  about  a  contract  that  I  know  of. 
He  said  he  had  put  the  business  in  Mr.  Tyler's  hands. 

Question.  Did  he  ask  you,  or  stipulate  with  you,  to  pay  Mr.  Tyler 
any  consideration  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  In  your  answer  to  a  former  question  you  said  that  Mr. 
CuUom  did  not  stipulate  for  anything  for  himself.  Did  he  stipulate 
for  anything  for  Mr.  Tyler,  or  anybody  else  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  intimate  to  you,  or  use  any  language  by  which 
you  understood,  that  he  intended  you  to  pay  a  bonus  ? 

Answer.  He  entered  into  no  explanations  of  that  sort. 

Question.  How  many  volumes  were  there  in  a  set  of  these  books? 

Answer.  Seventy-one  volumes  of  the  Register  and  Annals  combined 
make  a  complete  set.  They  comprised  the  debates  from  the  beginning 
of  the  government  down  to  the  year  1837. 

Question.  What  was  your  publishing  price? 

Answer.  Five  dollars  a  volume. 
By  Mr.  Curry  : 


Dj  mr.  uurry  : 

Question.  How  many  sets  were  ordered  ? 
Answer.  Ninety. 

By  Mr.  Davis: 


Question.  To  what  amount  did  the  order  come  ? 

Answer.  Between  $32,000  and  $33,000.  I  will  state  that  there 
were  also  two  volumes  of  Contested  Election  Cases,  making  73  volumes 
in  a  set,  which  were  at  the  same  price  as  the  Annals  and  Register, 
$6  per  volume. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  pay  Mr.  Tyler  any  bonus  or  consideration,  or 
promise  or  stipulate  to  pay  him  any  ? 

Answer.  It  would  shorten  the  examination^  probably,  if  I  were 
permitted  to  state,  connectedly,  what  passed  between  Tyler  and  my- 
self. The  day  after  the  inrterview  with  General  CuUom,  1  think,  Tyler 
came  to  see  me;  I  reduce  our  conversation,  but  will  endeavor  to  give 
all  the  substance  of  it.  He  said  he  would  give  me  an  order,  or  ob- 
tain an  order,  for  93  copies  of  our  works,  if  I  would  give  him  $13,545. 
I  decided  in  my  own  mind,  at  onoe,  not  to  accede  to  his  proposition, 
but  told  him  I  would  consult  my  partner  about  it  and  give  him  an 
answer.  It  is  proper  to  state,  perhaps,  that  these  books  were  origi- 
nally compiled  and  printed  for  Congress,  and  we  had  never  sold  a  copy 
to  any  private  individual,  but  only  to  Congress.  The  Debates  were 
commenced  under  the  patronage  of  Congress  in  1824.  They  after- 
wards authorized  the  compilation  of  the  Debates  back  to  the  begin- 
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;  of  the  goYernment  under  a  sabscription  upon  the  part  of  Con- 
9.  In  the  course  of  supplying,  from  time  to  time,  sets  of  the 
ites  to  new  members  of  Congress,  certain  volumes  in  the  series 
become  deficient,  either  by  a  mistake  originally  in  printing  or  by 
3  accident,  and^  in  order  to  make  the  sets  complete,  we  had  to  re- 
t  those  volumes.  This  we  had  done  in  New  York,  for  the  sake 
cpedition,  and,  of  course,  had  to  pay  cash  to  defray  the  expense. 
b  money  we  obtained  on  loan ;   it  ran  up  a  large  debt,  some 

000  or  $28,000,  together  with  the  binding  of  so  large  a  number 
eadiness  for  the  34th  Congress.  Congress  had,  during  several 
38sive  Congresses,  distributed  copies  of  this  work  to  new  members^ 

we  presumed,  of  course,  that  they  would,  as  usual,  distribute 
»  to  the  new  members  of  the  34th  Congress.  We  therefore,  to  be 
fadiness,  had  them  all  bound  up  at  a  large  cost,  and,  as  our  busi- 
does  not  enable  us  to  advance  large  sums  of  money,  we  had  to 
r  this  debt,  which  we  expected  to  pay  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
to  the  34th  Congress.  Our  creditor  was  importunate  for  his 
ey,  and  we  were  willing  to  make  some  sacrifice  to  get  it  for  him. 
,  although  we  were  anxious  to  pay  him,  we  could  not  submit  to 
sxtortionate  proposal  of  Mr.  Tyler,  of  $13,646;  we  so  wrote  him. 
returned  in  a  day  or  two,  and  said  that  he  came  prepared  with 
final  offer.  That  offer  was,  that  he  would  get  an  order  from  the 
k  if  we  would  give  him  $7,000.  Well,  being  in  the  power  of  our 
itor,  we  had  no  alternative  but  to  submit  to  the  exaction.  I  did 
appeal  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  because,  in 
ikness,  I  then  believed  that  there  was  an  understanding  between 
Clerk  and  Tyler,  and  that  we  must  pay  whatever  he  demanded,  or 
no  order  at  all ;  accordingly,  after  some  hesitation,  I  acceded  to 
proposition.  He  then  said  that  if  I  would  give  him  a  check  on 
er,  Lea  &  Co.'s  bank  for  the  $7,000,  he  would  get  the  order  for  the 
lu.  I  gave  him  the  check,  but  told  him  that  we  had  no  money 
the  bank.  He  said  the  check  would  answer  his  purpose  as  well, 
took  the  check  and  deposited  it  there.  It  was  not,  however,  en- 
d  to  our  debit,  as  I  afterwards  found  by  the  entry  in  the  bank 
k.  That  check  did  not  go  to  our  debit  until  the  money  for  the 
ks  went  into  the  bank  of  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.,  and  then  it  was  paid 
returned  to  us.  The  check  was  dated  on  the  27th  of  March, 
7,  and  is  endorsed  by  Hugh  Tyler.  It  was  charged  to  us  in  the 
k  book  on  the  2d  of  April.  Here  is  the  check,  and  here  is  the 
k  book,  which  will  show  the  date  under  which  it  was  charged  up. 
The  witness,  at  this  point,  handed  the  bank  book  and  the  check  to 
Chairman,  and  they  were  examined  by  the  individual  members  of 
committee.] 

By  the  Chairman : 

luestion.  I  perceive  by  this  check  that  you  drew  it  on  the  27th  of 
•ch,  in  favor  of  Hugh  Tyler,  for  the  sum  of  $7,000.  The  check 
adorsed  by  Hugh  Tyler.  The  bank  book  shows  that  your  account 
opened  on  the  2d  of  April,  by  a  deposit  of  $32,850.  On  the  debit 
)o{  the  account  i«,  "Check  to  Hugh  Tyler,  $7,000,"  under  the 
le  date.    Had  you  any  account  at  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.'s  at  the  time 

1  drew  this  check? 
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ADSwer.  No ;  we  maj  have  had  money  transactions  there,  bat 
merely  temporary. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  deposit  account? 

Answer.  No. 

Question.  From  whom  did  you  get  this  $32,860? 

Answer.  It  was  sent  us  from  the  treasury;  General  CuUom  sent  ns 
the  requisition  for  the  amount. 

Question.  Did  he  send  it  to  you,  or  did  his  disbursing  clerk  ? 

Answer.  It  was  sent  to  the  treasury,  and  we  got  the  money. 

Question.  Do  you  know  where  Gteneral  Cullom  was  at  that  time? 

Answer.  I  am  not  certain  that  he  was  in  the  city  at  that  time.  I 
had  seen  him  but  once  since  the  adjournment  of  Congress,  and  that 
was  when  he  called  at  our  office  and  I  had  that  conversation  with  him. 

Question.  How  came  he  to  call  at  your  office? 

Answer.  We  had  sent  to  him  once  or  twice. 

Question.  How  many  times  did  you  send  to  him  ? 

Answer.  Soon  after  the  passage  of  the  resolution  of  the  7th  of  July, 
1856,  I  sent  our  head  man  in  our  binding  establishment,  Mr.  Deeble, 
to  ask  (General  Cullom,  as  the  resolution  had  passed,  whether  he  would 
give  an  order  for  those  books,  because  they  constituted  property  of 
great  value,  were  deposited  in  a  combustible  building,  and  we  had  to 
pay  a  high  insurance  upon  them,  which  our  creditor  required  of  us, 
because  the  payment  of  our  debt  to  him  was  secured  by  a  lien  on  those 
books.     I  wished  to  deposit  the  books  in  a  place  of  safety,  and  there- 
fore sent  to  ask  General  Cullom  to  give  us  an  order  at  once,  that  we 
might  send  the  books  to  the  Capitol — not  expecting  payment  at  that 
time,  because  there  was  no  appropriation  to  pay  K>r  them.     But,  as 
Mr  Deeble  reported  to  me.  General  Cullom  answered  that,  though  the 
resolution  had  passed,  he  had  not  taken  the  matter  into  consideration, 
and,  at  any  rate,  he  would  not  take  any  step  or  give  any  order  until 
Congress  had  made  an  appropriation  to  enable  him  to  execute  the 
resolution.   I  thought  this  decision  was  very  proper,  and  I  was  satisfied 
with  the  answer,  although  I  was  anxious  to  get  the  books  deposited 
in  the  Capitol,  where  they  would  be  safe  from  fire.     Mr.  Deeble  re- 
ported to  me  that  Mr.  Cullom  said  also  that  he  did  not  know,  when  he 
got  the  money,  what  he  should  do  in  executing  the  order  ;  that  if  he 
did  get  the  money  he  did  not  know  what  number  of  books  he  should 
want,  and  that  there  were  some  preliminaries  to  be  settled  before  he 
gave  an  order.    That  answer  partly  induced  me  afterwards  to  suppose, 
as  I  have  already  stated  I  did  suppose,  that  there  was  an  understand- 
ing between  Mr.  Tyler  and  Mr.  Cullom,  because  I  did  not  think  that 
Mr.  Tyler,  being  a  private  man,  not  in  the  public  employ  in  any  way, 
would  undertake  all  this  trouble  for  nothing.     After  this  answer  I 
said  nothing  more,  and  sent  no  other  message  to  General  Cullom  until 
after  the  passage  of  the  appropriation.     During  the  month  of  Decem- 
ber, 1856,  I  had  an  interview  with  General  Cullom  at  his  lodgings, 
being  extremely  anxious  about  the  matter,  and  being  pressed  by  our 
creditor.     I  went  to  see  what  General  Cullom  had  done,  and  to  get 
him  to  tell  me  frankly  what  he  proposed  to  do.     We  had  a  conversa- 
tion of  a  very  free  and  friendly  character.     He  said  that  he  expected 
to  get  an  appropriation  ;  that  although  the  Senate  had  rejected  it  at 
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ceding  session,  he  still  thought  the  House  would  insist  upon 
5ht  to  appropriate  the  money — to  expend  their  contingent  fund 
saw  fit — as  the  Senate  had  taken  the  ground  that  they  would 
their  own  contingent  fund  as  they  saw  fit,  without  the  con- 
3  of  the  House  ;  and  he  expected  that  the  House  of  Represen- 
970uld,  in  defence  of  their  right,  insist  upon  this  appropriation. 
BIS  about  the  substance,  I  think,  of  what  he  said  upon  that 
A  number  of  other  matters  were  spoken  of  by  him  in  that 
sition,  and  I  left  him.  After  the  appropriation  had  been  passed 
leficiency  bill  of  March  3  following,  I  sent  Mr.  Moore,  of  our 

0  General  Cullom,  and  he  had  a  conversation  with  him,  in 
la  Mr.  Moore  reported  to  me.  General  Cullom  said  that  he  was 
pared  to  give  any  order  for  our  books  ;  did  not  know  that  he 
order  any  at  all  of  the  publishers,  and  declined  to  give  any, 

1  he  would  call  and  see  me.  That  was  after  the  passage  of  the 
ropriating  the  muney.  In  a  short  time  after  that  General 
called  upon  me  in  pursuance  of  his  promise. 

;ion.  You  say  in  your  testimony  that,  at  the  time  that  Mr. 
ibmitted  to  you  what  he  said  was  his  ultimatum,  you  supposed 
ere  was  an  understanding  between  him  and  General  Cullom 
;ard  to  the  matter  of  the  exaction.  I  wish  you  would  state 
unds  of  that  supposition,  and  whether  you  still  entertain  it ; 
le  grounds  why  you  still  entertain  it ;  and  if  you  do  not,  the 
I  why  you  do  not  entertain  it. 

^er.  I  supposed  that  if  Mr.  Tyler  was  not  expected  to  make 
by  the  purchase  of  the  books,  General  Cullom  would  himself 
Jered  the  books  at  once  of  the  publishers,  instead  of  sending 
it  elsewhere  to  get  second-hand  books,  which  he  must  have 
he  did  not  get  them  of  the  publishers ;  in  fact,  he  could  not 
e  a  single  copy  of  our  Debates  which  Congress  had  not  already 
and  paid  for.  There  was  not  a  copy  anywhere  to  be  had, 
Tom  ourselves,  which  Congress  had  not  paid  for,  because  we 
^er  sold  a  copy  to  any  private  individual  who  could  have  them 
When  I  took  that  in  connexion  with  the  statement  of  Mr. 
that  there  would  be  preliminaries  to  settle,  as  well  as  the  pre- 
m  arising  out  of  the  matter  being  put  in  the  hands  of  an  agent, 
Bed  that  General  Cullom,  whether  he  had  any  pecuniary  in- 
1  the  matter  himself  or  not,  understood  that  the  agent  was  to 
his  trouble  as  much  as  he  could  make.  That  was  my  impres- 
the  time.  If  it  had  not  been,  I  should  have  appealed  from  Mr. 
)  Mr.  Cullom  himself  against  this  extortion.  The  discrimina- 
lade  between  my  impression  then  and  my  impression  now,  was 
reason  that  I  have  understood  that  General  Cullom  stated  to 
nd  jury,  under  oath,  that  he  had  no  knowledge  and  no  idea 
'.  Tyler  had  extorted  a  dollar  from  us ;  and  having  formerly 
d  Mr.  Cullom  as  a  man  of  honor,  I  was  bound  to  take  his  word 
«th. 

tion.  You  spoke  about  your  foreman  referring  to  a  conversation 
meral  Cullom,  in  which  he  spoke  about  certain  preliminaries 
arranged;  did  General  Cullom  himself  at  any  time  explain  or 
e  to  you  what  those  preliminaries  were  ? 
rer.  He  did  not. 
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By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Qaestion.  Did  I  not  state,  in  the  conversation  you  had  with  me,  that 
I  wanted  to  see  Mr.  Tyler,  who  had  the  contract  for  these  books,  and 
learn  what  the  contractor  had  done,  before  I  could  tell  what  remained 
to  be  done,  and  that  whatever  the  requirements  of  the  office  were  I 
would  do  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  distinctly,  but  I  am  quite  ready  to 
admit  it.  Something  of  the  sort  was  said,  I  believe.  My  impression 
now  is,  that  General  Cullom  did  say  something  to  that  effect.  Greneral 
Cullom  told  me,  in  the  conversation  in  December,  that  he  had  made 
some  arrangements  with  members  about  the  books,  and  that  he  shonld 
not  be  able  to  give  me  an  order  for  the  number  of  books,  which  was 
141,  as  I  understand. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  he  tell  you  what  those  arrangements  were? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  repeat  his  very  words  through- 
out. From  the  practices  which  common  report  had  assigned  to  thlB 
book  business,  I  inferred  from  Greneral  Cullom's  conversation  that  a 
number  of  members  of  Congress  had  preferred  to  take  money  instead 
of  the  books. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  What  is  your  best  recollection  of  what  he  stated  ? 

Answer.  General  Cullom  said  he  had  been  obliged  to  yield  to  some 
of  the  members — to  use  his  own  words — to  yield  to  the  rapacity  of 
some  of  the  members  who  wanted  money  ;  and  therefore  I  could  not 
expect  an  order  for  the  whole  amount. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Do  you  remember  that  I  furthermore  stated  to  yen  that  I 
had  been  compelled  to  take  some  books  of  the  members  of  the  previous 
Congress^  who  had  brought  me  under  obligations  to  them,  and  who 
insisted  upon  my  taking  their  books  of  them  with  which  to  supply  the 
new  members,  and  to  give  them  the  money  for  the  books? 

Answer.  I  did  not  understand  it  so  ;  but  if  such  was  General  Cul- 
lom's  intention,  and  such  was  the  sense  which  he  meant  to  convey  to 
me,  it  may  have  been  so. 

Question.  Would  it  not  bear  that  construction? 

Answer.  The  words  I  repeated  I  remember  distinctly — that  he  was 
obliged  to  yield  to  the  rapacity  of  some  of  the  members  in  order  to  get 
their  support.  I  will  say  to  the  committee  that  I  did  not  intend  to 
repeat  this  conversation,  as  it  might  be  regarded  as  private;  but  it  has 
been  drawn  out  by  the  questions  proposed  by  the  committee.  Gene- 
ral Cullom  said  that  there  were  some  of  the  members  so  rapacious  for 
money  that  he  had  to  yield  to  them  in  order  to  obtain  their  support , 
whether  to  get  this  resolution  through,  or  to  get  them  to  take  money 
instead  of  books  afterwards,  I  do  not  know.  That  was  the  effect  of 
what  he  said.  And  it  was  so  well  known,  or  so  generally  believed 
that  heretofore  members  had  demanded  money  instead  of  books,  that 
I  thought  so ;  and  also  beciiuse  since  McNulty's  time,  who  [  believe 
commenced  the  practice,  several  of  the  Clerks  of  the  Uonse  of  Repre- 
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flentatives  had  withheld  from  the  publishers  orders  for  a  portion  of  the 
fiill  amoant  of  books  required  to  supply  the  new  members. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  When  was  this  conversation  with  General  CuUom? 

Answer.  In  the  month  of  December,  1856.  I  did  not  question  Mr. 
Cullom  closely,  or  endeavor  to  sift  him,  because  I  had  great  reliance 
in  his  friendly  disposition  towards  us,  and  I  thought  he  would  do  us 
all  the  Justice  which  the  circumstances  in  which  he  was  placed  would 
enable  him  to  do. 

By  Mr.  Bicand : 

Question.  In  your  previous  furnishing  of  books  under  the  order  of 
the  House,  or  of  Congress,  had  you  been  in  the  habit  of  making  such 
heavy  deductions  ? 

Answer.  We  have  refused  to  comply  with  some  previous  orders  for 
less  than  the  full  number  required  to  supply  the  members,  but  no 
money  or  bonus  was  ever  suggested  by  any  previous  Clerk. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  make  any  deduction  on  your  price  ? 

Answer.  No ;  it  was  never  demanded  of  us,  and  the  Clerks  issuea 
their  own  orders,  and  never  sent  any  agent  to  us  before. 

By  Mr.  Curry: 

Question.  Is  this  the  first  time  you  ever  made  a  contract  with  any 
person  besides  the  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  It  is  the  first  time  we  ever  had  anything  to  do  with  any 
body  but  the  Clerk,  in  reference  to  supplying  Congress  with  these 
l>ooks. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  What  kind  of  support  did  you  understand  Mr.  Cullom  to 
allude  to  in  his  conversation  of  December,  1856,  in  speaking  of  the 
rapacity  of  members  ? 

Answer.  I  supposed  that  a  number  of  members  who  did  not  want 
the  books,  but  preferred  the  money  instead,  had  required  him  to  yield 
to  their  wishes.  I  do  not  know  what  he  meant  by  their  support.  I 
did  not  ask  any  explanations.  That  was  a  matter  private  to  himself, 
and  I  had  not  intended  to  allude  to  it  here. 

Question.  Who  is  this  Hugh  Tyler  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  him  except  in  this  transaction,  and  seeing 
him  about  the  city.  I  saw  him  several  times  before  I  knew  who  he 
was.    I  have  seen  him  with  members  of  Congress  during  the  last  Con- 

C,  but  I  did  not  know  him,  and  had  no  personal  acquaintance  with 
_.  Indeed,  my  impression  was  that  he  was  connected  with  the 
banking-house  of  Messrs.  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.  I  do  not  know  how  I  got 
that  impression.  But  from  his  transacting  his  business  there,  taking 
our  check  there,  and  seeing  him  about  there  very  often,  led  me  to  sup- 
pose that  he  was  one  of  the  concern.  But  in  that,  I  suppose,  I  was 
mistaken,  for  I  have  understood  since  that  he  was  not  connected  with 
that  house. 

Question.  Have  you  stated  all  the  transactions  you  had  with  the 
Clerk? 
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Answer.  I  have  stated  everything  I  know  about  it.  General  Cal- 
lom  may  remember  what  he  said  better  than  I  do,  and  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  add  anything  that  he  can  bring  to  my  mind. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  I  would  ask  you  whether,  in  the  conversations  you  have 
alluded  to,  I  did  not  speak  of  members  placing  me  under  obligations— 
whether  that  was  not  the  word  I  used — and  that  I  was  compelled  to 
do  something  in  the  way  of  taking  books  of  them  ? 

Answer.  I  dare  say  that  might  have  been  the  amount  of  it.  I  do 
not  insist  upon  the  form  of  expression  used. 

Question.  Did  I  give  you  the  names  of  old  members — my  col- 
leagues in  the  preceding  Congress — who  had  books  boxed  up  here, 
and  insisted  that  I  should  take  them  of  them  as  well  as  to  take  them 
of  you  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  anything  of  that  sort ;  but  it  is  quite 
possible,  because  your  recollection  probably  arises  out  of  the  fact. 

Question.  Have  you  by  accident,  or  in  any  other  way,  since  then, 
learned  that  I  did  take  a  number  of  books  from  former  members? 

Answer.  I  think  not ;  but  it  was  very  plain  to  me  thatif  any  books 
were  obtained,  it  must  have  been  by  getting  them  of  members  of  Con- 
gress. They  could  be  had  no  other  way.  That  was  the  way,  doubtless, 
in  which  former  Clerks  were  supplied,  if  supplied  at  all. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  I  would  be  glad  to  have  you  tax  your  recollection  as  much 
as  you  can.  Words  sometimes,  almost  synonymous,  are  very  diflFer- 
ent  in  their  effect,  and  in  the  impressions  they  make.  Where  there 
is  a  very  slight  distinction  in  the  words  used,  there  is  very  wide  differ- 
ence in  their  meaning  sometimes.  Do  you  know  whether  General 
Cullom  told  you  that  he  was  obliged  to  accommodate  members  in 
order  to  procure  their  support ;  or  did  he  tell  you  that  they  had  placed 
him  under  obligations,  and  he  therefore  felt  obliged  to  accommodate 
them  ? 

Answer.  The  words  which  I  reneated  remain  in  my  memory  with 
much  distinctness ;  I  was  confident  that  I  repeated  his  words. 
Although  I  do  not  undertake  to  say  that  I  recollect  them  with  perfect 
accuracy,  yet  they  have  recurred  to  my  mind  so  often  that  it  is  my 
impression  that  I  have  repeated  the  words  he  then  used  to  me. 
General  CuUom's  own  explanatory  questions  would  give  a  different 
signification,  and  I  will  not  contend  for  the  meaning,  although  the 
words  are  those  that  my  memory  retained  as  the  words  used.  The 
conversation  was  a  long  and  a  free  one.  I  have  aimed  to  reduce  my 
testimony  to  the  briefest  space  compatible  with  substantial  correct- 
ness. These  words  I  have  often  recuired  to  in  memory ;  they  did  not 
surprise  me,  because  my  own  experience  and  common  report  had  led 
me  to  believe  it  a  very  common  transaction  between  former  Clerks 
and  members. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Is  your  recollection  distinct  as  to  the  use  of  the  word 
*' rapacity?" 
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Answer.  I  am  confident  he  used  that  word.  As  a  free  and  friendly 
ooDversation,  I  did  not  go  into  it  at  all  until  the  Chairman  required  me 
to  state  what  passed  in  the  conversation  in  all  respects. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Did  I  not  say  to  you  that  whatever  I  found  could  be 
done  I  would  do,  and  that  Mr.  Tyler  had  the  contract  for  furnishing 
the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  you  mentioned  Mr.  Tyler ;  but  I 
believe  you  stated  that  whatever  you  could  do  would  be  done  with 
great  pleasure  ;  and  I  did  not  doubt  it,  from  you  professions  of  friend- 
ship towards  us.  The  truth  is,  I  had  no  idea  but  you  were  under 
obhgations  to  members,  and  would  be  in  a  measure  compelled  to 
accommodate  them. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  that  it  would  be  a  violation  of  my 
official  duty  if  at  any  time  I  did  take  books  as  good  as  yours  from 
members  and  furnish  them  to  others  ? 

Answer.  Under  the  letter  of  the  law  the  Clerk  was  not  required  in 
express  terms  to  purchase  the  books  of  the  publishers ;  but  as  they 
could  only  be  got  elsewhere  by  purchasing  those  that  the  govern- 
ment had  already  bought  and  placed  in  depositories  throughout  the 
country  for  a  public  object — that  is  to  say,  for  the  use  of  members, 
and  access  for  their  constituents — for  that  is  the  motive  and  object  on 
which  the  whole  plan  of  distribution  rests — I  thought  it  a  violation 
of  the  proper  duty  of  the  Clerk  to  purchase  these  books  elsewhere 
than  of  the  publishers,  as  he  would  not  thereby  increase  their  dis- 
tribution in  the  country,  but  would  restrict  and  reduce  their  circula- 
tion, besides  taxing  the  treasury  for  books  already  bought  and  paid 
for  by  the  government;  because  if  the  same  books  were  to  serve 
raccesssive  Congresses  you  might  make  one  set  alone  do  that.  I 
thought  it  the  duty  of  the  Clerk  to  purchase  additional  and  new 
books,  as  to  purchase  the  same  books  over  and  over  again  would  de- 
feat the  intention  of  the  distribution.     That  is  my  view  of  the  case. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  any  of  the  members  of  former  Con- 
gresses have  been  in  the  habit  of  selling  their  books  in  this  way? 

Answer.  I  know  it  only  from  common  report,  not  from  my  own 
knowledge.  But  the  Clerks  could  not  get  these  books,  except  from 
the  publishers,  in  any  other  way  than  from  members,  if  they  ever 
really  got  them  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Would  not  the  books  delivered  to  the  members  of  the 
33d  Congress,  boxed  up  and  left  here,  without  being  opened,  be  just 
^  good  as  any  I  could  get  from  you  ? 

Answer.  No  doubt  they  would. 

Question.  You  speak  of  the  practice  heretofore  of  the  Clerks  giving 
Jou  the  orders  directly  for  the  books  ;  do  you  not  know  that  in  re- 
«*td  to  these  books  the  practice  has  always  been  to  give  the  contract 
*^«omebody  to  get  the  books? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  it,  and  am  confident  such  is  not  the  case. 
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Qaestion.  Do  yon  know  that  Mr.  Morrison,  a  bookseller  in  this 
city,  had  such  an  order  from  Colonel  Forney? 

Answer.  Only  from  report.  But  I  supposed  that  whoever  was 
employed  by  the  Clerk  was  acting  as  Mr.  Tyler  was — that  is,  buying 
receipts  instead  of  delivering  the  books.  It  is  the  common  impres- 
sion and  opinion  in  the  city  of  Washington,  and  it  was  mine,  that  it 
was  a  money-making  business  upon  the  part  of  the  Clerk  and  bifl 
agents,  for  some  of  those  agents  are  reputed  to  have  got  very  rich 
out  of  this  book  business. 

Question.  Tou  speak  of  this  being  the  only  transaction  o£Bciall] 
between  you  and  me;  will  you  allow  me  to  refresh  your  memory  as  U 
other  transactions;  the  obtaining  varicus  back  numbers  of  books 
the  printing  and  advertising  which  I,  as  Clerk  of  the  House,  gavi 
you  from  time  to  time? 

Answer.  Beyond  the  annual  advertisement,  which  the  Clerk  is  re 
quired  by  law  to  make,  of  the  list  of  appropriations,  I  know  of  m 
business  transactions  with  our  office  by  you. 

Question.  You  have  done  all  this  since  I  have  been  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  Certainly;  I  have  published  the  two  or  three  official  advcr 
tisements. 

Question.  Besides  all  this,  do  you  not  know,  or  have  you  not  beei 
informed  in  your  office,  that  I  have  caused  a  great  many  back  numben 
of  books  to  be  purchased  of  you  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  cognizant  of  any  such  thing. 

Question.  Has  not  all  this  amounted,  I  will  say,  to  $12,000;  I  meai 
to  embrace  the  advertising  and  all  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  from  memory  what  the  advertisements  ha? 
amounted  to;  as  to  the  books,  we  have  but  one  work  for  sale  now,  an< 
that  is  the  Debates  in  Congress;  we  published  the  State  Papers  it 
1831~'33;  but  we  have  not  had  a  copy  of  that  work  for  eight  or  te 
years;  the  Senate  ordered  some  copies  of  it  three  or  four  years  since  t 
supply  new  members  of  that  body,  and  we  had  not  one  to  sell  them 
and  I  understand  that  for  a  long  time  the  Secretary  of  that  body  cool 
not  get  them  elsewhere;  we  always  refused  to  buy  of  any  member 
copy  of  any  book  we  had  supplied  them  with  by  order  of  Congress. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  In  how  many  volumes  did  you  publish  the  State  Papers 

Answer.  In  twenty-one.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  very  willing  thi 
Mr.  CuUom  should  refresh  my  memory  as  to  any  points  in  the  confer- 
sation  to  which  I  allude. 
By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  I  have  called  your  attention  to  what  I  remember  as  the 
real  points  in  the  conversation,  have  I  not? 

Answer.  It  may  be  so;  but  I  think  you  have  not  stated  anything  «* 
variance  with  what  I  have  said;  what  I  have  repeated  of  what  Mr- 
CuUom  said  in  regard  to  arrangements  with  members  did  not  sarpriw 
me,  from  the  well  known  vicious  practice  which  has  grown  up  during 
late  years. 
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laestion.  As  to  the  point  in  reference  to  what  I  alluded  when  I 
le  of  that,  it  is  a  matter  of  inference  hy  you  ? 
.nswer.  It  is. 

*  By  Mr.  Curry: 

nestion.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  ever  tell  you  that  he  had  given  to  Mr. 
3r  a  contract  to  furnish  these  hooks  ? 

nswer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  used  the  word  '*  contract;"  I 
erstood  that  Mr.  Tyler  was  his  employed  agent, 
uestion.  Did  you  understand  that  from  what  Mr.  Cullom  said  to 
? 

nswer.  Mr.  Cullom  put  me  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Tyler,  as  the 
K)n  employed  by  him  to  carry  out  the  resolution  of  July  7,  1856; 
member  that  I  asked  Tyler  how  long  he  had  been  employed  by  the 
rk  on  this  business;  he  said  that  General  Cullom  had  put  the 
iness  in  his  hands  as  early  as  the  day  after  the  resolution  passed. 
Question.  My  object  was  to  get,  as  well  as  you  can  recollect,  the 
;uage  used  by  General  Cullom  in  speaking  to  you  of  Mr.  Tyler, 
m  he  said  that  he  had  placed  the  matter  in  his  hands  ? 
LDSwer.  The  chief  reason  assigned  by  the  Clerk,  if  I  remember  cor- 
tly,  was,  that  as  Tyler  had  had  the  matter  in  hand  under  his  order, 
iid  not  know  how  many  copies  he  would  want  to  execute  the  reso- 
ion,  and  he  would  send  Tyler  to  me,  who  would  act  for  him,  and 
me  how  many  copies  he  wanted;  and  whatever  he  ordered  or 
eed  to  General  Callom  would  sanction  and  give  the  order  for. 

By  the  Chairman : 

^nestion.  Was  Mr.  Tyler  an  appointee  under  Mr.  Cullom,  or  did 

bave  any  place  in  his  department  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  I  want  you  to  answer  this  general  question :  Whether,  in 

)  transaction,  or  in  any  other  transaction  that  you  had  with  General 

ilom,  he  reserved  any  bonus,  margin,  profit,  or  stipulated  for  any 

h  for  himself,  or  for  anybody  in  his  interest,  or  of  his  appointment  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not. 

Question.  Was  this  matter  of  the  $7,000  a  matter  between  you  and 

.Tyler? 

Inswer.  It  was  certainly  a  matter  between  Mr.  Tyler  and  myself. 

By  Mr.  Davis  : 
Question.  But  you  considered  it  to  be  by  the  authority  and  direction 
Mr.  Cullom  ? 

Iinswcr.  I  did  not  suppose  that  Mr.  Tyler  was  tied  down  to  any 
iress  amount,  but  I  supposed  that  it  was  understood  between  him 
I  General  Cullom  that  he  was  not  to  give  the  order  for  nothing,  or 
i  I  should  have  appealed  against  Tyler's  extortion  to  the  Clerk, 
impression  was,  that  it  was  understood  that  Mr.  Tyler  was  to  make 
ley  by  his  agency  ;  whether  for  himself  and  the  Clerk,  or  for  him- 
'  alone,  is  not  for  me  to  say.  I  did  suppose  that  he  was  acting  in 
oert  with  the  Clerk  until  I  was  informed  that  Mr.  Cullom  had 
ivowed  it  under  oath. 
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By  Mr.  Cullom  : 

Question.  Did  you  not  also  understand  that  Mr.  Tyler  had 
disavowed  any  connexion  with  me  in  this  matter  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  I  have  not  heard  anythii 
regard  to  his  testimony,  hut  I  heard  from  a  gentleman  who  was 
informed  that  General  Cullom  had  disavowed  it  before  the  { 
jury  ;  and  anything  that  he  should  say  on  oath  I  felt  bound  to  be 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Were  you  present  when  Mr,  Cullom  was  sworn  befo 
grand  jury  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not ;  but  I  heard  it  from  another  person — a  p 
that  I  did  not  doubt  was  perfectly  well  informed  upon  the  sub 
and  it  was  sufficient  to  assure  me  that  he  had  said  so. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  The  point  I  wish  to  get  at  in  your  testimony  is 
Whether,  in  this  arrangement  between  you  and  Tyler  in  r 
to  the  $7,000,  General  Cullom  had  any  part  or  participation  in 
authorized  it,  or  sanctioned  it,  or  was  cognizant  of  it,  to  your  ki 
edge? 

Answer.  I  have  no  positive  proof  or  knowledge  of  it ;  it  was  a  n 
of  inference  on  my  part,  from  the  circumstances  I  have  stated. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  this  inference  or  supposition  of  a  connexion  bet 
Mr.  Tyler  and  Mr.  Cullom  grow  partly  out  of  the  conversation  bet 
you  and  Mr.  Cullom,  that  he  would  send  Tyler  to  you? 

Answer.  It  did.  I  thought  it  was  proper  for  General  Cullo 
give  me  the  order  himself,  or  by  a  clerk  in  his  office. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Was  not  what  I  referred  to  my  statement  that  I  di( 
know  how  many  books  Mr.  Tyler  had  furnished  ? 

Answer.  That  was  doubtless  the  reason  assigned  by  General  Cc 
at  the  time  for  sending  Mr.  Tyler  to  me. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  I  wish  to  get  at  is  this :  Whether,  in  that  co 
sation.  General  Cullom  intimated,  directly  or  indirectly,  near 
remotely,  that  you  were  to  make  a  contract  or  bargain  with  Mr.  ^ 
as  to  your  prices,  or  only  as  to  the  number  of  books  to  be  supplw 
you? 

Answer.  I  did  not  infer  that  Tyler  was  to  stipulate  about  the  ] 
because  General  Cullom  well  knew  we  would  not  change  the  p 
but  that  Tyler  was  to  give  an  order  for  the  number  we  agreed  on 
the  Clerk  make  payment  for  the  full  price  authorized  by  the  law 

Question.  Was  there  any  intimation  given  to  you  in  any  waj 
Tyler,  or  anybody  else,  was  to  have  a  bonus,  until  Tyler  himself 
the  proposition  ? 

Answer.  General  Cullom  made  no  intimation,  in  any  form, 
that  point. 
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n.  Had  there  been  any  intimation  made  to  you  from  any 

atil  it  was  made  by  Tyler  ? 

.  Except  what  Mr.  CuUom  said  to  Mr.  Deeble,  that  there 

minaries  to  be  settled.     There  was  a  very  general   impres- 

this  book  business  was  a  money-making  business   upon  the 

e  Clerk.     We  had  been  informed  that  somebody  had  offered 

a  large  amount  of  money — some  $30,000 — for  the  privilege 

this  resolution. 

n.  Had  any  proposition  been  made  to  you   before  Mr.  Tyler 

Y  anybody  to  get  you  to  make  any  abatement  from  your 

.  Certainly  not. 

W.  W.  SEATON. 

February  6,  1868. 

[all  called  and  sworn. 

the  Chairman : 

n.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress? 

.  I  was. 

n.  From  what  State  ? 

*.  Massachusetts. 

n.   Were  you  a  new  member  then  ? 

•.  I  was. 

n.  What  passed  between  you  and  Mr.  Cullom,  late  Clerk  of 

I  of  Representatives^  in  relation  to  the  books  ordered  by  Con- 

••  The  books  were  delivered  to  me  by  the  Clerk,  and  were 
r  control  and  disposal. 

n.  Did  you  receive  the  books  from  the  Clerk,  and  give  a  re- 
hem  ? 

•.  My  receipt  is  according  to  the  books  I  received. 
n.  At  what  time  did  this  transaction  occur  ? 
'.  The  arrangement  was  made  shortly  after  the  passage  of 
ition.     That  is  the  whole  transaction  in  reference   to   that 

Mr.  Horton : 
n.  Do  I  understand  you  that  you  actually  received  the 

•.  The  books  were  delivered  to  me,  and  were  actually  within 

)1  and  disposal. 

m.  Were  they  taken  possession  of  by  you  ? 

r.  The  taking  possession  of  them  by  me  is  a  matter   which 

r  to  some  particular   time.     If  you  mean   that  they  were 

)laced  in  my  hands,  or  were  delivered  to  me  by  depositing 

ay  room,  that  is  not  the  fact. 

the  Chairman  : 

»Q.  Did  this  occur  directly  after  the  passage  of  the  resolution 

,  1856? 

-.  I  made  the  arrangement  with  the  Clerk  immediately. 
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By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  you  ever  see  the  books  you  receipted  for? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Will  you  state,  if  you  can,  what  books  you  did  receive  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  the  exact  books^  though  I  could  identify 
them  by  the  receipt. 

Question.  Have  you  received  Galea  &  Beaton's  Register  of  Debates? 

Answer.  They  are  among  them. 

Question.  Of  how  many  volumes  do  they  consist? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  How  many  volumes  were  there  of  them  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  there  were  ten  or  fifteen. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Debates  ? 

Answer.  I  have  possession  of  them. 

Question.  How  many  volumes? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Contested  Elections  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  I  did. 

Question,  oenate  Land  Laws  ? 

Answer.  That  is  in  the  same  category. 

Question.  Elliott's  Debates  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  American  Archives? 

Answer.  There  were  some  books  of  that  title  ;  how  many  volumes 
I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  Diplomatic  Correspondence? 

Answer.  That,  also. 

Question.  American  State  Papers  ? 

Answer.  They  are  there,  but  1  cannot  tell  the  number  of  volumes? 

Question.  Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General. 

Answer.  I  think  there  is  a  copy  of  that ;  I  cannot  tell  how  many 
volumes. 

Question.  Finance  Reports  ? 

Answer.  The  same. 

Question.  Annals  of  Congress  ? 

Answer.  There  is  a  set  of  them. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  a  set  of  John  Adams'  Works? 

Answer.  I  have  them  among  my  books. 

Question.  Alexander  Hamilton's  Works  ? 

Answer.  I  have  them,  too. 

Question.  United  States  Constitution  ? 

Answer.  You  mean  Rickey's  Constitution. 

Question.  I  mean  Hickey's  United  States  Constitution. 

Answer.  I  have  a  copy  of  that. 

Question.  I  mean  did  you  receive  this  of  the  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  Whatever  is  in  the  receipt  comes  within  the  same  category. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  compare  the  receipt  with  the  books  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
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Question.  Do  you  know,  from  comparison,  that  you  received  the 
cific  books  set  out  in  the  receipt  ? 

Lnswer.  I  do  not ;  the  presumption  is  that  the  books  named  in  the 
5ipt  are  the  books  within  my  control  and  disposal.  I  never  com- 
ed  them. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  You  gave  a  receipt  for  the  books? 
Lnswer.  I  did. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  the  books  under  the  receipt  ? 
iinswer.  At  the  time  of  giving  the  receipt  I  had  the  books  within 
control. 

Question.  Did  you  take  any  money  for  the  books  ? 
Answer.  I  have  received  no  money  of  the  government  for  them. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  you  receive  the  full  quota  of  books  to  which  members 
Congress  are  entitled? 

Answer.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say  definitely ;  I  have  no^t  com- 
red  them  with  the  list ;  I  suppose  I  have  received  them. 

B.  B.  HALL. 

J.  H.  JswETi  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress ;  from  what 
ite ;  and  were  you  a  new  member? 

Answer.  I  was  a  member  of  the  last  Congress,  from  the  fifth  con- 
sssional  district  of  the  State  of  Kentucky ;  it  was  my  first  term. 
Question.  Was  there  any  transaction  between  you  and  General 
Jlom,  late  Clerk,  with  reference  to  the  books  under  the  resolution 
the  House  ? 
Answer.  There  was. 
Qaestion.  What  was  the  transaction  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  take  the  books  of  Mr.  CuUom,  but  that  was  at 
•^  own  instance ;  I  never  had  any  interviews  with  him  upon  the 
ktter  at  all.  I  was  not  here  when  the  resolution  was  passed,  but 
8  up  in  Harford  county,  Maryland,  visiting  a  sick  son,  who  was 
school  there.  That  was  some  time  in  the  summer  of  1856.  When 
returned  I  found  that  a  resolution  to  that  effect  had  been  passed. 
Lad  always  understood  that  to  be  a  sort  of  additional  compensation 
Ihe  members.  One  day  one  of  the  clerks  came  to  my  desk  with  a 
^r  and  asked  me  if  I  would  take  the  books  under  the  resolution, 
also  asked  Mr.  Burnett,  who  sat  near  me,  and  he  objected  to  it. 
aid  I  would  take  the  books.  However,  immediately  upon  the  pas- 
;e  of  the  resolution  I  had  received  a  letter  from  Sherrod  Williams, 
merly  a  member  of  Congress,  offering  me  his  books  at  a  much  lower 
e  than  these  were  to  he  furnished  for.  I  broached  the  subject  to 
.  Cullom,  through  my  colleague,  as  1  had  very  little  acquaintance 
th  Mr.  Cullom.  I  will  also  state  here  that  in  the  course  of  a 
Tate  transaction  with  Colonel  Stone,  my  predecessor,  matters  had 
transpired  that  his  books  could  also  be  obtained  at  a  less  price  than 
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they  would  be  furnished  here.  I  therefore  proposed,  through  my 
colleague,  to  Mr.  CuUom  to  take  money  instead  of  the  books,  as  I 
preferred  to  do  so.  My  colleague  told  me  that  he  thought  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  Mr.  Cullom  would  give  me  the  money.  Mr.  Cullom 
furnished  me  a  list  of  books^  which  he  said  he  had  put  down  at  the 
catalogue  prices.  I  gave  him  a  receipt  for  them.  If  there  was  any 
fault  in  the  matter  it  was  with  me  and  not  with  him.  I  will  state  to 
the  committee,  and  they  can  examine  the  record  for  their  own  satisfac- 
tion, that,  after  the  new  compensation  bill,  I  voted  steadily  against 
making  any  appropriation  to  pay  for  the  books  for  members. 

Question.  Then  you  say,  from  your  acquaintance  with  the  history 
of  Congress,  that  this  book  matter  you  considered  as  an  indirect 
mode  of  compensating  members  ? 

Answer.  I  always  so  understood  it. 

Question.  Did  you  regard  it  as  your  personal  privilege  to  take  what 
you  could  get,  either  the  books  or  money  in  their  stead  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  according  to  my  choice  and  convenience ;  this  was 
done  at  my  own  instance,  through  my  colleague,  and  for  the  reasons 
that  I  have  stated. 

Question.  Those  reasons  were^  I  understand,  that  these  other  trans- 
actions of  which  you  speak  had  put  it  in  your  power  to  get  these 
books  at  a  much  lower  price  than  they  were  rated  at  here  in  Congress  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  do  not  think  that  I  ever  had  five  minutes  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Cullom. 

Question.  Then  your  note  was  not  controlled  or  modified^  or  at- 
tempted to  be  controlled  or  modified  upon  that  subject,  by  that  trans- 
action ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  neither  by  that  transaction  nor  any  other ;  I 
voted  steadily  against  it,  with  perhaps  the  last  vote,  when  I  was  ab- 
sent from  the  hall  to  see  some  friends. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  you  receive  these  books  at  all  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  execute  a  receipt  for  the  money  or  for  the  books? 

Answer.  I  executed  a  receipt  which  I  have  not  seen  since,  but  I 
suppose  it  was  for  the  books. 

Question.  Did  you  execute  any  receipt  for  the  money  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Question.  How  much  money  did  you  get  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  what  the  prices  of  the  books  were,  nor 
do  I  recollect  the  amount  of  money  that  I  got ;  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
V8L%  somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  $900,  more  or  less  ;  I  under- 
stood that  the  number  of  books  to  be  furnished  had  been  cut  down 
somewhat. 

Question.  Did  you  see  a  list  of  the  prices  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did ;  merely  a  list  of  the  books,  or  per- 
haps a  general  statement ;  I  know  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
in  regard  to  the  resolution ;  some  construed  it  to  mean  more  and 
some  to  mean  less. 
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lestioD.  Did  Mr.  CuUomy  in  this  conversation  with  you^  state  the 
i  of  the  books  ? 

iswer.  He  stated  that  he  had  given  me  the  full  value  of  them  at 
ogue  prices,  or  rather  that  was  the  substance  of  the  message 
ght  to  me  by  my  colleague,  through  whom  I  had  indicated  to 
iral  Cullom  my  wishes  upon  the  subject. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

lestion.  Did  I  not  also  state  to  you  that  Sherrard  Williams  had 
written  to  me  that  he  wanted  to  get  rid  of  his  books  ? 
iswer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 
lestion.  Here  is  a  receipt  printed  in  the  Globe  of  December  7, 
,  as  a  receipt  given  by  you  for  books  ;  is  it  a  correct  receipt  ? 
iswer.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have  seen  it  since  I  executed  it. 
lestion.  You  think  you  received  about  $900  ? 
iswer.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  was  in  that  neighborhood, 
lestion.  Which  Mr.  Cullom  said  was  the  catalogue  price  ? 
iswer.  Yes,  sir. 

lestion.  Did  you  agree  to  make  any  deduction  from  the  catalogue 
I? 
iswer.  Not  a  cent. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

lestion.  Did  I  ask  it  of  you  ? 
iswer.  You  did  not. 

By  the  Chairman : 
lestion.  At  what  date  did  this  transaction  occur  ? 
Qswer.  The  date  of  the  receipt  as  printed  here  is  the  19th  of  July, 
• ;  I  suppose  that  was  the  time, 
think  this  is  in  substance  my  statement. 

J.  H.  JEWETT. 

IGUEL  A.  Otero  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

nestion.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress  ? 

Dswer.  I  was. 

aestion.  For  the  first  time  ? 

DswtT.  Yes,  sir. 

aestion.    Had  you  any  transaction  with  Mr.  Cullom,  the  late 

k  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  with  reference  to  the  books 

red  under  the  resolution  of  Congress  for  new  members  ? 

DSwer.  None,  except  to  get  the  books. 

lestion.  What  transpired  then  ? 

Dswer.  I  went  to  Mr.  Cullom  and  asked  him  for  any  books  to 

(h  I  might  be  entitled  under  the  resolution  of  Congress  ;  he  told 

.hat  I  was  entitled  to  certain  books,  which  I  got,  and  for  which  I 

)  a  receipt. 

aestion.  What  was  the  date  of  your  receipt  ? 

H.  Eep.  Com.  188 21 
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Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  get  your  books? 

Answer.  Some  time  prior  to  the  close  of  the  last  session  of  Congress. 

Question.  Is  that  the  entire  transaction  you  had  with  him? 

Answer.  That  is  ;  I  hardly  ever  was  in  his  office,  except  at  the  time 
I  got  these  books,  as  I  was  generally  more  or  less  busy  with  the  con- 
teat  £or  the  seat  which  I  claimed. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Did  you  get  all  the  books  you  receipted  for  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  get  all  the  books,  and  no  money? 

Answer.  I  got  no  money. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  transactions  in  which  the  late  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  was  engaged,  by  which  he  secured 
any  money  to  himself  by  way  of  premium  or  compensation,  or  of  any 
agreement  to  set  any  in  any  way  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  such  thing.  The  first  time  that  I 
ever  knew  anything  of  the  kind  was  intimated,  was  by  seeing  it  in  a 
newspaper,  which  was  laid  upon  my  desk,  at  the  commencement  of 
this  session  of  Congress. 

MIGL.  A.  OTEEO. 

February  8, 1858. 
James  Buffinton  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress ;  and  if  so,  what 
State  did  you  represent,  and  was  that  your  first  term  ? 

Answer.  I  was  a  member  of  the  last  Congress,  from  Massachusetts, 
and  it  was  my  first  term. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  from  Mr.  CuUom,  late  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Bepresentatives,  any  books  under  the  resolution  of  July  7,  1856? 

Answer.  I  did,  and  gave  my  receipt  for  them. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  receive  them  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  the  exact  time,  but  it  was  about  the  time  I 
went  home,  in  August,  after  the  resolution  was  passed. 

Question.  Did  the  set  of  books  you  received  comprise  all  that  series 
voted  to  members  ? 

Answer.  It  did. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 
Question.  Did  you  receive  all  the  books  donated  to  members  of  Con- 
gress under  that  resolution  ? 
Answer.  I  did. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  showing  or  tending  to  show  any 
misfeasance,  mallieasance,  corruption,  or  dereliction  of  duty  upon  the 
part  of  Mr.  Cullom  as  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did  know  anything  of  the  kind. 

JAMES  BUFFINTON. 
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Ezra  Clark:,  Jr.,  called  and  sworn. 
By  tlie  Cliairman : 

Question.     Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress ;  and  if  so,  from 
ibat  State,  ctnd  was  that  your  iSrst  term  ? 

Answer.    I  i^as  a  member  for  the  first  time,  from  the  first  district 
of  the  State  of  Connecticut, 

Question.    Did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Cullom,  the  late  Clerk,  your 
books  under  tb.e  resolution  of  the  House? 
Answer.    I  did. 

Question.    Did  you  get  the  full  series  donated? 
Answer.    I  did. 
Question .    At  what  time  ? 

Answer.  My  recollection  is  that  I  examined  casually  the  books 
some  time  before  I  gave  the  receipt;  I  cannot  say  that  I  know  exactly 
the  time. 

Question.   Do  you  know  of  any  fact  showing  or  tending  to  show  any 
misfeasance,  malfeasance,  corruption,  or  dereliction  of  duty  upon  the 
part  of  >lr.  Cullom,  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 
Answer.  I  know  of  nothing  of  the  kind. 

EZRA  CLARK,  Jr. 

A.  D.  Jessup  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  place  of  residence,  and  your  occupation? 

Answer.  I  reside  in  Philadelphia ;  I  am  a  paper  manufacturer. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  business  transactions  with  Mr.  Cullom, 
late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  never  have. 

Question.  Were  you  a  bidder  for  stationery  at  the  late  awarding  of 
the  contracts  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  both  in  my  individual  capacity  and  as  one  of  the 
firm  of  Jessup  &  Moore. 

Question.   Were  any  of  your  bids  accepted  ? 

Answer.  They  were  not.  ' 

Question.  Did  you  withdraw  your  samples? 

Answer.  I  did,  and  have  them  here.  I  endorsed  upon  the  package 
containing  them  that  I  withdrew  them  in  August  last  from  the  cus- 
tody of  Mr.  Minnix  in  the  presence  of  G.  S.  Gt. — George  S.  Gideon. 

Question.  For  what  articles  did  you  bid? 

Answer.  Only  for  three  sizes  of  paper  for  the  folding  room. 

Question.  What  do  the  marks  upon  your  samples  here  of  *^  good,'' 
"  very  good,"  mean? 

Answer.  They  were  not  placed  there  by  me ;  I  suppose  they  were 

fut  there  by  some  of  Greneral  Cullom's  clerks  who  examined  them, 
will  state  that  my  own  individual  bids  were  put  in  to  show  that  the 
paper  might  be  made  somewhat  thinner  than  the  advertisement  re- 
qmr^.  The  bids  for  the  finer  ones  of  the  weight  required.  I  hardly 
expected  my  individual  bids  to  be  accepted,  though  I  addressed  a  let- 
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ter  to  General  Cullom,  at  the  same  time,  stating  that  the  paper  was 
thinner  than  the  advertisement  called  for,  but  was  at  a  less  price. 
Question.  Did  you,  either  by  yourself  or  through  any  agent  or  other 

Eerson,  oflFer  to  General  CuUom,  or  anybody  for  him,  any  profit, 
enefit,  advantage,  or  consideration  of  any  kind,  to  induce  him  to  ac- 
cept your  bids  ? 

Answer    No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  proposition  being  made  to  him 
by  any  person,  or  by  him  to  any  person,  in  any  way? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  showing,  or  tending  to  show, 
any  want  of  fairness,  honesty,  uprightness,  or  correctness  of  dealing, 
any  departure  from  strict  official  conduct  or  integrity,  upon  the  part 
of  General  Cullom? 

Answer.  I  know  of  nothing  except  my  own  case,  where  I  offered 
papers  for  which  1  considered  that  1  ought  to  have  received  the  con- 
tract. But  I  was  interested  as  a  bidder,  and  it  may  be  that  I  do  not 
look  at  the  matter  perfectly  unbiassed. 

Question.  Did  you  know  any  of  the  clerks  at  that  time? 

Answer.  1  made  Mr.  Buck's  acquaintance  at  that  time,  and  since 
then  I  have  made  the  acquaintance  of  Mr.  Ingram,  Mr.  Bailey,  Mr. 
Walker,  and  Mr.  Minnix. 

Question  Had  there  been,  when  these  contracts  were  made,  any 
intercourse  at  any  time,  either  friendly  or  unfriendly,  between  you 
and  any  of  these  clerks  ? 

Answer,  No,  sir. 

Question.  Then  I  understand  that  your  judgment  was  that,  con- 
sidering the  character  of  the  samples  you  oner^,  you  ought  to  have 
received  the  contract? 

Answer.  That  is  what  I  thought,  and  still  think  I  was  on  here 
several  times  ;  the  first  time  was  when  I  put  in  my  bids  and  samples. 
General  Cullom  was  absent  then,  but  I  was  informed  when  he  re 
turned,  and  came  on  again.  I  learned  that  General  Cullom  was  up 
stairs  examining  the  samples.  I  sent  up  my  name,  and  he  came 
down ;  I  said  to  him  that  I  wanted  to  show  him  something  about  cat^ 
ting  the  paper  in  the  folding  room;  that  I  proposed  if  he  would  give 
me  the  forms  into  which  the  paper  was  desired  to  be  cut  in  the  folding 
room,  I  would  furnish  it  already  cut  at  the  same  prices  as  the  paper 
before  it  was  cut ;  that  I  had  made  a. similar  proposition  to  the  Senate, 
and  Mr.  Dickins  had  accepted  it.  He  said  he  was  engaged,  and  could 
not  attend  to  it.  I  called  again  the  next  day  but  one,  I  think,  and 
went  to  the  room  where  Mr.  Buck's  desk  was  situated,  and  stood  at 
the  door  and  asked  General  Cullom  if  the  decisions  upon  the  bids  had 
been  made ;  to  that  question  he  replied  that  I  was  '^  too  damned 
unanimous."  1  hardly  knew  what  to  make  of  that,  and  do  not  recol- 
lect exactly  what  reply  I  made ;  the  substance  of  it  was,  however, 
that  I  was  *anxious  to  get  the  contract,  and  did  not  see  that  I  had 
done  anything  wrong  in  asking  if  the  contracts  had  been  decided 
upon.  He  said  I  would  be  notified  if  my  bids  were  accepted.  I  said 
I  wanted  to  know  if  they  were  not  accepted,  in  which  case  I  would 
withdraw  my  samples.    He  said  I  could  take  them  away,  then.    I  said 
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^ould  not  until  I  knew  that  the  contracfs  were  made.  I  had  come 
•  with  Mr.  Bayly,  of  this  city,  intending  to  withdraw  my  samples 
less  I  could  see  the  samples  upon  which  contracts  were  awarded, 
r.  Bayly  was  introduced  to  Mr.  CuUom  then,  and  while  they  were 
iking  together  one  of  the  clerks  (Mr.  Walker)  came  up  to  me  and 
ked  me  what  I  thought  of  Mr.  Cullom's  expression  that  I  was  **  too 
mned  unanimous."  I  said  that  I  supposed  he  meant  that  I  was  too 
petuous,  or  too  importunate,  or  something  of  that  sort.  I  found 
Gtt  the  contracts  had  not  been  decided  upon,  and  did  not  withdraw 
f  samples.  The  next  time  I  came  here  I  applied  to  Mr.  Buck  for 
f  samples,  and  he  referred  me  to  Mr.  Minnix.  Mr.  CuUom  was 
sent  at  the  time.  Mr.  Minnix  told  me  that  there  had  been  no 
[ledule  of  the  bids  made,  and  my  samples  could  not  be  found,  and  if 
ey  were  he  had  no  authority  to  let  me  withdraw  them. 
Question.  Then  it  seems  that  General  CuUom  would  not  allow  you 
approach  him  in  relation  to  the  bids  or  the  samples? 
Answer.  I  did  not  try  to  approach  him  except  to  learn  whether  the 
ds  I  made  were  accepted. 

By  Mr.  Oullom : 

Question.  Did  you  not  repeatedly  come  here  and  call  me  out  while 

was  in  the  act  of  examining  the  samples  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  call  you  out  but  once. 

Question.  How  many  times  were  you  here  ? 

Answer.  I  was  here  but  once  to  call  you  out,  and  saw  you  but  three 
imes  altogether  after  that. 

Question.  Did  I  not  tell  you  that  your  approaches  were  indelicfite 
nd  that  I  must  treat  you  as  I  had  treated  the  other  bidders  ? 

Answer.  That  was  on  the  third  day  when  you  said  I  was  "too 
amned  unanimous."  You  read  me  quite  a  lecture  which  I  considered 
ntirely  gratuitous  and  uncalled  for  on  your  part.  I  did  not  approach 
ou  in  any  way  except  to  ask  if  tho  bids  had  been  decided  upon. 

Question.  Did  you  not  say  to  me  that  you  wanted  to  make  a  sug- 
estion  about  varying  the  character  of  the  paper  secretly  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  I  had  written  you  a  letter,  and  merely  wanted 
)  explain  some  things  in  the  letter. 

Question.  Did  you  not  constantly  try  to  get  me  to  change  your  bid  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  I  spoke  to  you  but  once  in  regard  to  cutting 
ae  paper  into  shape,  as  I  had  done  to  the  Senate,  where  my  proposi- 
on  had  been  accepted. 

Question.  Did  I  not  say  that  I  considered  your  conduct  indelicate, 
ad  that  it  was  the  same  as  tampering  with  a  iuror? 

Answer.  You  said  that  at  the  time  you  said  I  was  '^  too  damned 
nanimous."  The  next  morning  when  we  were  talking  in  a  friendly 
lanner,  you  said  that  it  looked  bad  for  me  to  be  running  around  here, 
B  it  were,  to  influence  you. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Did  any  of  the  other  bidders  approach  General  Cullom 
rhile  he  was  examining  the  samples? 
Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  saw  any  of  them  about  the  Capitol  at  all. 
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By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  You  said  awhile  since  that  in  regard  to  the  awarding  of 
the  contracts,  determining  your  opinions  solely  by  that,  that  the  ut- 
most fairness  had  not  been  exhibited.  Have  you  ever  seen  the  samples 
upon  which  the  contracts  were  awarded  ? 

Answer,  I  saw  them  after  Mr.  Allen  was  elected  clerk ;  Colonel 
Carter  had  them  hunted  up  for  me.  These  I  see  here  as  the  bids  of 
Mr.  Wheelwright  had  been  put  among  the  rejected  samples,  but  were 
marked  *' accepted"  sometime  afterwards,  by  Mr.  Minnix,  in  my 
presence. 

Question.  Is  it  from  a  comparison  of  these  samples  that  yoa  express 
your  opinion  ? 

Answer.  It  is  ;  but  I  am  an  interested  party  and  may  be  biased  by 
that  fact. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Is  the  house  of  which  Mr.  Wheelwright  a  member,  one 
of  high  standing  and  character  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wheelwright  is  a  man  of  high  character  ;  he  is  not  a 
manufacturer,  only  a  dealer  in  paper.  I  sell  him  this  description  of 
paper. 

Question.  Did  you  not  run  the  samples  you  sent  in  here  through 
what  is  called  a  letter  mill,  to  make  them  better  for  the  purpose  of 
exhibition  here? 

Answer.  There  is  a  sample  there  which  was  run  through  a  calendar 
in  a  mill  in  York,  Pennsylvania,  in  which  I  am  interested,  but  which 
was  not  in  my  mill.  If,  however,  that  sample  had  been  selected,  I 
would  have  had  it  either  made  at  York  or  at  my  mill,  in  which  I 
would  have  put  another  calendar  for  the  purpose.  I  would  take  a  con- 
tract now  to  furnish  that  kind  of  paper,  and  agree  to  have  it  here  in 
four  weeks.  Of  all  these  samples  but  one,  the  entire  finish  was  put 
upon  them  in  my  mill ;  but  one  sample  received  any  other  finish. 

By  Mr.  Curry. 

Question.  Does  running  this  paper  through  a  separate  calendar,  a8 
you  call  it,  give  it  a  better  character  ? 

Answer.  It  gives  it  a  better  surface. 

Question.  If  it  had  been  accepted  then  you  would  have  furnished 
paper  of  this  character  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  should  have  been  very  glad  to  have  had  the 
contract  awarded  to  me  ;  I  would  either  have  taken  the  paper  to  York 
or  have  put  another  calendar  in  my  mill. 

Question.  Which  do  you  consider  the  best  sample,  that  which  was 
accepted  or  that  which  you  ofi'ered  ? 

Answer.  I  consider  mine  the  best,  (though  I  am  an  interested  party.) 
The  paper  taken  from  Mr.  Wheelwright  was  about  20  percent,  higher 
in  price  than  that  which  I  furnished  to  the  Senate. 

Question.  I  ask  your  opinion  in  regard  to  this  matter  as  a  manu- 
facturer and  an  expert. 

Answer  I  have  better  paper  here  and  poorer  paper.  Here  is  a  sample 
of  paper  I  offered,  which  equals  in  price  that  to  which  Mr.  Cull€m 
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awarded  the  contract ;  I  contend  that  it  is  10  per  cent,  better  in  quality, 
though  the  same  in  price^  indeed  a  cent  less  per  ream,  which,  however, 
is  hut  a  trifle. 

Question.  What  did  you  say  about  the  cutting  of  the  paper  ? 

Answer.  Here  is  a  sheet  of  paper  prepared  for  the  Senate,  with  the 
corners  cutoff  to  make  it  more  convenient  for  wrapping  up  documents. 
It  has  been  done  heretofore  by  hand,  but  I  deliver  it  now  all  prepared. 

Question.  Did  you  propose  to  furnish  it  in  this  way? 

Answer.  I  proposed  to  furnish  it  aA  they  should  select.  Here  is  a 
sample  at  $2  04  a  ream^  which  I  contend  is  better  by  20  per  cent,  than 
the  sample  here  to  which  the  contract  was  awarded. 

Question.  Was  the  sole  object  of  your  seeking  an  interview  with 
General  Cullom  to  explain  your  letter  to  him  ? 

Answer.  It  was. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  You  have  expressed  your  opinion  in  regard  to  the  quality  of 
this  paper  very  decidedly,  though  you  admit  that  you  may  be  biased  in 
your  judgment.  Would  you  take  it  upon  yourself  to  say  that  another 
man  entertaining  a  different  opinion  upon  the  subject,  might  not  be  as 
honest  and  decided  as  you  are  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  if  a  person  never  saw  any  of  this  kind  of  paper 
l>efore  in  his  life,  he  could  tell  which  is  the  best  of  these  samples. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Question.  What  causes  the  difference  in  the  shade  ? 
Answer.  The  shading  costs  nothing  ;  I  can  make  it  of  any  shade 
of  color. 

By  Mr.  Curry: 

Question.  Is  there  any  difference  in  regard  to  the  paper  taking 
ink  well  ? 

Answer.  There  is  not. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Have  you  dealt  much  in  paper  except  of  your  own  manu 
'Wcture  ? 

Answer.  My  own  production  of  paper  is  about  7,000  to  8,000  pounds 
^  day.  But  I  buy  a  great  deal  of  material,  more  than  I  can  use,  which 
X  sell  to  other  manufacturers  and  sometimes  buy  their  paper,  and  I 
^Iso  sell  on  commission. 

Question.  Do  you  use  much  paper? 

Answer.  Only  for  my  own  writing. 

Question.  Might  not  parties  using  paper  from  different  establish- 
ments come  very  honestly  to  conclusions  different  from  those  made  by 
>*oa  as  a  manufacturer  ? 

Answer.  There  are  differences  of  opinion,  of  course. 

Question.  Have  you  examined  the  bids  that  were  accepted? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  Did  you  see  anything  suspicious  or  unusual  about  them? 

Answer.  I  discovered  at  once  that  the  bids  of  Ames,  Herrick,  Barnes 
««hodes  of  New  York,  and  of  Mr.  Wheelwright  of  Baltimore,  were 
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filled  up  and  signed  in  the  same  handwriting.  The  bids  of  McSped- 
on  &  Baker  were  filled  up  in  that  handwriting  but  signed  in  a  dif- 
ferent handwriting.  I  know  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Wlieelwright,  and 
the  signature  here  is  not  his  handwriting.     The  others  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  see  these  bids? 

Answer.  After  Mr.  Allen  was  elected,  Colonel  Carter  permitted  me 
to  see  them. 

Question.  What  was  your  object  in  looking  at  them  ? 

Answer.  I  wanted  to  see  whether  I  was  entitled  to  the  contract  or 
not. 

Question.  What  did  you  contemplate  doing  if  you  were  satisfied  yoa 
were  entitled  to  the  contract  ? 

Answer.  It  was  only  for  my  own  satisfaction.  I  do  not  know  as  I 
could  do  anything. 

By  Mr.  CuUom: 

Question.  Had  you  not  made  some  arrangement  with  Colonel  Carter 
to  set  the  contract  aside,  and  get  one  yourself? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  say  so  to  any  one? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  After  I  saw  those  samples,  Colonel  Carter  said 
to  me  "  we  will  stop  this  business  after  we  use  up  what  we  have  oa 
hand,  and  you  shall  have  an  order."  I  had  an  order  given  me  for 
paper  on  Saturday  last.  I  did  not  know  what  course  to  pursue  to 
upset  the  contract ;  but  I  did  not  like  to  be  humbugged  after  I  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  prepare  my  samples  and  bring  them  on  here, 
when  1  considered  my  samples  the  best. 

Question.  Had  you  a  contract  with  the  General  Post  Office  at  one 
time? 

Answer.  Not  for  paper.  I  bid  for  paper  and  got  a  contract  for 
sealing  wax  which  raised  a  laugh  at  me  I  know. 

Question.  Did  you  not  have  some  trouble  at  the  Greneral  Post  OflSoe? 

Answer.  I  had  this  trouble:  that  I  was  beaten  by  dishonest  bids 
by  a  party  who  offered  26  pound  paper  at  190  cents  a  ream  to  be  fur- 
nished for  blank  agencies  at  New  York  and  Cincinnati,  and  the  same 
Earty  asked  either  |2  60  or  $2  70  for  the  same  article  of  paper  furnished 
ere.  I  called  Judge  Campbell's  attention  to  the  matter,  and  he  said 
that  they  had  good  securities  and  could  not  alter  it^  but  had  to  take 
the  bid.  Mr.  King  will  tell  you  now  that  they  have  had  nothing  but 
trouble  from  that  time  to  this. 

Question.  Did  you  not  go  there  importuning  them  until  they  asked 
you  not  to  call  there  ? 

Answer.  No.  I  have  been  there  repeatedly,  and  have  been  told  by 
Mr.  Skinner  that  the  Post  Office  Department  could  take  care  of  itself. 

Question.  Were  you  not  there  annoying  the  department  until  the 
postmaster  sent  one  of  his  clerks  to  say  to  you,  that  if  you  came  there 
again  he  would  have  to  use  force  to  get  you  away  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  General  Skinner  told  me  that  if  the  Post  Office 
Department  wanted  my  advice,  they  would  send  for  me. 

Question.  Did  you  not  tell  Mr.  Wheelwright  that  you  had  been  to 
great  trouble  in  getting  up  these  samples,  with  a  view  to  get  this 
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ontract,  and  had  carried  them  to  be  finished  at  another  mill  for  that 
larpose  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  say  to  him  and  others  that  your  object  was 
o  break  up  this  contract  with  a  view  to  get  it  yourself? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  I  did,,  though  I  should  be  very 
;lad  to  do  so. 

ALFRED  D.  JESSUP. 

James  W.  Fitzhugh  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  and  occupation  ? 

Answer.  I  live  in  the  city  of  Washington,  and  my  occupation  is 
ihat  of  house-builder. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  emplovment,  or  been  in  any  way  em- 
ployed about  the  Capitol  at  any  time  during  the  last  two  years  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  employed  about  the  Capitol  to  do  the  carpenter 
irork  in  the  repairs,  and  anything  of  that  sort  that  was  needed  about 
the  building. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  with  reference  to  the  carpeting  in 
the  new  hall  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  any  participation  in  the  procurement  of  that 
carpet ;  and  if  so,  what  was  it  ? 

Answer.  I  purchased  the  carpet  and  paid  for  it ;  but  it  was  selected 
by  Captain  Meigs. 

Question.  At  whose  instance  or  procurement  did  you  purchase  it  ? 

Answer.  I  went  down  myself  ana  looked  at  the  carpet  and  paid  for 
it.  Mr.  Thomson  was  employed  under  General  CuUom,  and  had  the 
general  superintendence  of  laying  it  down.  General  Cullom  had 
gone  away  while  the  carpet  was  being  put  down,  and  as  Mr.  Thom- 
son was  a  regular  upholsterer,  he  attended  to  the  matter. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Under  whose  authority  did  you  buy  the  carpet? 
Answer.  General  Cullom  authorized  me  to  go  on  and  fit  up  the  hall. 
[  have  his  letter  to  that  effect,  but  not  with  me. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Had  you  been  employed  about  the  Capitol  in  doing  repairs^ 
itting  up  rooms,  &c.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  General  Cullom  give  you  an  order  to  fit  up  the  new 
lall? 

Answer.  He  did. 

Question.  What  is  your  general  recollection  of  the  substance  of  the 
etter  from  General  Cullom  on  that  subject? 

Answer.  The  carpet  was  to  be  got  according  to  the  recommendation 
>f  Captain  Meigs. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  select  this  particular  carpet? 
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Answer.  Captain  Meigs  selected  it,  as  he  thought  it  was  a  good 
pattern  to  put  there,  and  I  bought  it. 

Question.  In  these  transactions,  in  connexion  with  the  new  carpet, 
or  furniahing  the  new  hall,  was  there  any  agreement,  contract,  or 
understanding,  either  express  or  implied,  between  you  and  General 
CuUom,  by  which  he  was  to  derive  any  benefit  or  advantage  or  profit, 
or  any  sort  of  consideration  arising  from  or  growing  out  of  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  there  never  was  any  such  thing  talked  about. 
He  merely  authorized  me  to  get  the  carpet  and  put  it  down  and  see 
that  it  was  done  right ;  that  was  all. 

Question.  Was  any  such  thing  suggested  to  you  by  him,  or  to  him 
by  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  should  have  been  afraid  to  have  done  it. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  make  to  you,  or  intimate  to  you,  either  in 
that  transaction  or  in  any  of  your  transactions  about  the  Capitol,  any 
proposition  which  an  honest  man  should  not  make,  or  should  not  re- 
ceive, if  made? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Of  whom  did  you  buy  that  carpet  ? 

Answer.  I  bought  it  from  Claggett  &  Dodson,  of  this  city. 

Question.  What  was  the  price  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  that  is  a  question  I  should  answer  or  not. 

By  Mr.  Davis. — That  is  just  what  we  want  to  know. 

By  the  Chairman. — That  is  a  legitimate  question,  and  you  must 
answer  it. 

Answer.  When  we  purchase  an  article  we  keep  the  price  to  ourselves, 
and  get  what  we  can,  and  the  difierence  is  our  profit  and  our  means 
of  living.     I  paid  a  dollar  and  a  half  a  yard  for  the  carpet. 

Question.  Have  you  received  your  pay  from  the  government? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  What  do  you  charge  the  government? 

Answer.  I  calculate  to  receive  $2  a  yard. 

Question.   Why  do  you  charge  that  much?  ' 

Answer.  It  is  not  more  than  we  think  is  a  fair  profit. 

Question.  How  much  did  that  carpet  cost ;  that  is,  what  was  the 
whole  number  of  yards  in  it? 

Answer.  Two  thousand  yards  or  thereabouts ;  perhaps  a  little  more 
or  less. 

Question.  What  was  your  account  with  Claggett  &  Dodson,  at  $1  50 
a  yard? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  $3,000. 
By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Is  your  charge  of  half  a  dollar  a  yard  over  the  cost  price 
for  the  labor  and  expense,  or  is  it  the  profit  alone  ? 
Answer.  It  is  the  profit  alone. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 
Question.  Do  you  charge  extra  for  putting  down  the  carpet  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  the  Chairman : 

aestion.  What  do  you  charge  for  puttii^  it  down  ? 
nswer.  I  think  the  charge  is  25  cents  per  yard. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

aestion.  Have  you  bought  other  articles  for  the  Capitol;  and  if  so, 
t  were  they  ? 

nswer.  I  have  bous^ht  some  small  things,  such  as  were  wanted 
it  the  Capitol ;  but  they  did  not  amount  to  any  large  sums. 

By  the  Chairman : 

uestion.  Did  you,  in  your  business  about  the  Capitol,  receive  any 
pensation  for  your  services  and  your  attention  to  these  matters 
r  than  the  profit  you  made  upon  the  articles  furnished  ? 
nswer.  No,  sir  ;  not  a  cent. 

uestion.  Then,  as  things  were  wanted  about  the  Capitol,  such  as 
ishing  the  rooms,  &c  ,  you  were  called  upon  to  do  them  or  have 
1  done,  and  your  compensation  grew  out  of  the  margin  for  profits 
you  placed  upon  the  articles  furnished  and  the  work  done, 
nswer.  Yes,  sir,  that  was  all. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

uestion.   Did  you  adopt  the  same  rule  in  your  purchase  of  other 

iles,  of  allowing  this  margin  ? 

nswer.  Yes,  sir; 

uestion.  Do  you  remember  the  amount  of  articles  purchased? 

nswer.  I  do  not. 

uestion.  Cannot  you  remember  somewhere  within  the  neighbor- 

lof  it? 

nswer.  I  cannot. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

uestion.  Do  you  consider  25  per  cent,  a  liberal  compensation  for 
purchase  of  articles  of  that  character  ? 

.nswer.  No,  sir ;  I  generally  get  50  per  cent,  for  anything  that  I 
lish,  whether  for  the  government  or  private  individuals.  I  charge 
government  no  more  than  I  charge  private  individuals. 

By  the  Chairman : 
luestion.  Is  that  your  usual  rate  of  charge  to  individual  customers? 
.Dswer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

uestion.  Do  you  charge  them  all  33  per  cent,  for  buying  ? 
.nswer.  I  charge  them  more  than  that  sometimes. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
'aestion.  Have  you  ever  been  engaged  in  furnishing  and  repairing 
any  of  the  other  departments  ? 

inswer.  Under  Mr.  Fillmore's  administration  I  was  engaged  in 
Treasury  Department  to  make  all  their  cases,  tables — all  their 
bogany  work. 
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By  Mr.  Curry : 


Question.  Are  you  a  carpenter  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Question.  Are  you  an  upholsterer? 
Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  served  my  time  at 


this  office  work. 


By  Mr  Davis : 

Question.  Was  there  any  conversation  between  you  and  Greneral 
Culiom  as  to  your  compensation  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  understood  by  Greneral  Culiom  that  you  were  to 
do  this  work  for  nothing  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  were  you  to  be  paid  ? 

Answer.  By  my  profits,  as  was  usual. 

Question.  Was  anything  said  about  how  you  were  to  be  paid  ? 

Answer.  General  Culiom  said,  go  on  and  do  the  work,  and  charge 
what  is  fair  ;  that  is  all  that  was  said  about  that. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Why  did  he  get  you  to  get  the  carpet  ? 

Answer.  I  had  been  employed  as  carpenter  to  do  the  repairs  of  the 
house. 

Question.  Was  it  a  carpenter's  business  to  put  down  the  carpet? 

Answer.  It  was,  if  they  chose  to  give  it  to  them. 

Question.  Was  your  being  employed  about  here  the  only  reason  that 
you  were  employed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Thomson,  who  is  an  upholsterer,  was  an 
employ^  of  the  government,  and  could  not  do  anything  of  this  sort 
for  the  government. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Thomson  tell  you  to  get  this  contract? 

Answer.  He  said  he  could  not  do  it,  and  I  said  that  I  should  like 
to  have  it. 

Question.  Was  it  not  at  his  suggestion  that  you  bought  the  carpet? 

Answer.  It  was  not.     General  Culiom  sent  me  a  written  order  i^ 
furnish  the  hall. 

Question.  Why  did  he  give  it  to  you  instead  of  to  any  other  persotv*^ 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  the  same  as  he  gave  me  the  other  worl^> 
in  the  first  place,  I  suppose.  , 

Question.  Is-any  person  to  share  the  profits  of  this  transaction  wit^^ 
you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  there  any  agreement  between  you  and  Mr.  Thornsc:::^^ 
that  he  is  to  share  the  profits  of  this  carpet  transaction  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Does  not  your  whole  profit  grow  out  of  your  carpent--^J 
business,  and  the  profits  of  this  and  other  similar  transactions  to  ^^ 
shared  between  you  and  other  persons  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  You  have  stated  that  Captain  Meigs  selected  this  carpet ; 

Q  your  whole  agency  in  this  matter  was  to  get  the  carpet  and  pay 

it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Who  are  responsible  for  the  carpet  to  the  manufacturers, 

vendors  or  the  government  ? 

Lnswer.  I  bought  it^  and  told  them  to  charge  it  to  me,  until  I  was 

pared  to  pay  for  it. 

joestion.  Did  you  buy  it  upon  your  own  credit,  or  did  you  purchase 

«  the  agent  of  the  government  ? 

Lnswer.  They  hold  me  responsible  for  the  carpet. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Captain  Meigs  about  the 

pet? 

Lnswer.  No,  sir. 

)nestion.  Did  Captain  Meigs  tell  you  the  price  of  it? 

Lnswer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

{nestion.  How  do  you  know  that  he  selected  this  carpet? 
Lnswer.  As  I  was  at  the  store  looking  at  some  patterns,  Mr.  Clag- 
t  told  me  that  Captain  Meigs  had  selected  this  pattern,  and  of 
rse  I  told  him  to  put  it  up  for  the  hall  of  the  House. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Then  this  carpet  was  in  reality  selected  by  Captain  Meigs, 
I  you  went  down  there  and  took  it. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  went  there  and  paid  for  it ;  but  it  was  ordered 
be  sent  up  here  by  Mr.  Thomson. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Of  whom  did  you  buy  it  ? 
iuswer.  Of  Mr.  Claggett. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

IJuestion.  Have  you  a  bill  of  sale  ? 

Answer.  I  have  at  home. 

^Qestion.  In  what  name  was  the  bill  made  out  ? 

inswer.  My  name :  J.  W.  Fitzhugh. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Jaestion.  Have  you  paid  for  it  ? 

bawer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  applied  to  General  Cullom  for  the  pay  ? 

bswer.  No,  sir  ;  after  this  investigation  was  ordered,  I  supposed 

^as  not  worth  while  to  present  it  at  present. 

Inestion.  Was  the  work  completed  while  General  Cullom  was  still 

"^  ^? 
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Answer.  I  think  it  was  all  finished  up  the  day  before  he  went  out ; 
it  may  have  been  a  day  or  two  before  or  after  ;  I  am  not  certain  about 
that. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Then  why  did  you  not  present  the  bill  to  him  for  payment? 

Answer.  It  was  not  quite  ready  then  ;  and  as  General  Callom  said 
he  did  not  suppose  the  committee  would  pass  any  bills,  I  did  not  pre- 
sent it,  because  I  was  satisfied  it  would  not  be  paid  until  after  this 
matter  was  settled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  there  was  no  agreement  between  you  and 
Geneial  CuUom,  or  between  you  and  Mr.  Thomson,  or  any  under- 
standing of  any  sort,  that  anybody  was  to  share  with  you  the  profits 
of  this  transaction  ? 

Answer.  There  was  nothing  of  the  kind. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  you  ever  inform  General  Cullom  of  what  you  expected 
to  pay  for  that  carpet,  and  What  you  intended  to  charge  the  government 
for  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Question.  You  will  try  and  refresh  your  memory.  I  want  to  know 
whether  you  ever  had  a  conversation  with  General  Cullom  in  which 
you  told  him  what  you  intended  to  give  and  what  you  intended  to 
charge  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  recollect  of. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  see  General  Cullom  from  the  time  he  gave  this 
order  to  you  until  you  had  purchased  the  carpet  ? 

Answer.  1  think  that  after  he  gave  me  the  order  General  CuUoia 
went  home  to  Tennessee,  and  when  he  returned  the  work  was  nearly 
done. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  you  see  me  afterwards  until  near  the  meeting  ^ 
Congress  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  you  were  not  here  all  the  time  we  were  puttir^^S 
down  the  carpet. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  What  upholstering  have  you  done  besides  putting  dow^^^ 
the  carpet? 

Answer.  I  have  done  very  little. 

Question.  What  articles  of  upholstery  have  you  furnished  ?  , 

Answer.  I  have  furnished  some  few  articles  about  the  building,  8\x(C^^ 
as  carpeting  and  matting.     The  furnishing  has  been  very  little  sin<^  -^ 
I  have  had  anything  to  do  with  it — since  last  April.     Mr.  Tbomscg^^ 
furnished  the  most  up  to  that  time,  before  he  was  employed  as  cler^^/ 
and  there  has  been  none  of  any  amount  since  then. 
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Question.  Have  you  signed  any  receipts  for  furnishing  besides  this 

the  hall? 

Answer.  I  have  signed  all  my  bills — everything  that  has  been  done 

the  way  of  upholstering  and  repairs  about  the  building  since  last 

ril. 

Question.  You  state  distinctly  that  you  were  not  to  divide  the 

•fits  of  this  transaction  with  anybody  at  all  ? 

Answer.  No  one  that  I  know  of  was  to  receive  any  of  the  profits 

ides  myself. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  speak  of  bills  for  articles  furnished — have  you  fur- 
ihed  all  the  articles  that  may  be  foand  in  any  bill  you  have  submitted 
payment  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  all  the  moneys  for  those  bills  have  gone  into  your 
n  pocket,  except  such  as  you  disbursed  either  in  buying  the  articles 
in  paying  the  laborers  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  all  went  into  my  own  pocket. 
[The  Chairman  stated  to  the  witness  that  he  would  be  required  to 
ind  to  the  committee  the  letter  referred  to  in  his  testimony,  to  be 
)pended  to  his  testimony.] 

Question.  Is  this  copy  of  the  letter,  marked  A,  the  letter  you  received 
om  General  CuUom? 
Answer.  It  is. 

J.  W.  FITZHUGH. 

A. — Copy  of  letter  to  J.  W.  Fitzhugh. 

Officb  House  op  Kbprbsentattves  op  the  Cnitbd  States, 

September  21,  1857. 
Dear  Sir  :  You  are  hereby  authorized  to  do  such  upholstery  and 
ther  work  in  the  new  hall  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  its 
;alleries  as  Captain  Meigs  may  designate  and  direct. 
Yours  truly, 

WM.  CULLOM, 
Clerh  of  the  Home  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  J.  W.  FiTZHUGH. 

AiCARiAH  HoLBROOK,  jr.,  recalled. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Here  are  the  samples  of  paper  upon  which  contracts  were 
warded,  and  here  are  also  your  samples :  please  compare  them,  and 
tate  which,  in  your  opinion,  you  consider  the  best. 

Answer.  I  think  my  paper  is  the  firmest  and  the  most  substantial. 
By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Here  are  some  samples  submitted  by  a  Mr.  Jessop :  which 
0  you  consider  the  best,  his  samples  or  those  upon  which  the  contract 
^u  awarded  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  the  sample  presented  by  Mr.  Jessop  is  firmer 
^^i  more  lasting ;  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  better  in  other  respects. 
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By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Do  you  think  yours  better  than  either? 
Answer.  I  think  it  is  more  durable ;  that  there  is  more  wear  in  it. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  What  is  your  paper  made  of? 
Answer.  Old  Manilla  rope. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  your  samples  are  better  than  those  upoQ 
which  the  contract  was  awarded  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  better,  but  I  think  my  paper  is  a 
stronger  paper,  more  durable,  and  more  substantial. 

Question.  Here  are  the  bids  for  class  10,  item  1 :  look  at  them,  and 
tell  how  they  compare. 

Answer.  My  bid  and  the  bid  upon  which  the  contract  was  awarded 
are  the  same. 

Question.  What  do  you  say  as  to  the  quality  of  the  paper  proposed 
to  be  furnished  by  you  and  the  paper  contracted  for  ? 

Answer.  As  I  said  before,  I  think  my  paper  is  the  strongest  and  has 
more  wear  in  it. 

Question.  Here  is  the  bid  that  was  accepted  and  your  rejected  bid 
for  class  10,  item  2  :  is  your  bid  less  than  the  bid  that  was  accepted? 

Answer.  It  is  30  cents  a  ream  less. 

Question.  Now  examine  your  sample  under  this  item  and  the  sample 
that  was  accepted,  and  give  us  your  opinion  as  to  the  quality  of  the 
paper. 

Answer.  I  think  my  paper  is  firmer  and  more  substantial,  and  has 
more  wear  in  it ;  it  is  a  better  bodied  paper. 

Question.  Here  is  your  bid  and  the  accepted  bid  for  class  10,  and 
item  3  ;  the  accepted  bid  is  $4  60  a  ream,  and  the  rejected  one  of  yours 
appears  to  be  $4  40  a  ream? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  was  my  proposition. 

Question.  Now  what  is  the  difference  in  the  quality  and  the  value 
of  the  paper  proposed  to  be  furnished  by  you  and  that  for  which  the 
contract  was  furnished  ? 

Answer.  I  think  my  paper  is  worth  the  most  for  the  same  reasons 
that  I  have  given  in  regard  to  the  others. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Here  is  a  specimen  furnished  by  Cyrus  W.  Field,  or  pro- 
posed to  be  furnished,  for  |2  a  ream :  which  do  you  think  the  best, 
that  or  the  accepted  sample  for  the  same  item  and  class  ? 

Answer.  This  of  Mr.  Field's  is  better  than  that  accepted. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Is  not  this  whole  thing  about  paper,  and  the  expressing 
a  correct  opinion  about  it,  a  matter  to  judge  which  a  competent  ana 
experienced  person  is  required  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  suppose  so. 

A.  HOLBROOK,  Jb. 
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February  18,  1858. 
Jacob  Broom  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress ;  and  if  so,  from 
Bvhat^tate,  and  was  that  your  first  term  ? 

Answer.  I  was  a  member  of  that  Congress,  from  the  fourth  district 
>f  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  it  was  my  first  term. 

Qnestion.  Did  you  have  any  transaction  with  the  late  Clerk  in  re- 
spect to  books  that  were  voted  to  new  members  under  a  resolution  of 
he  House  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  other  transaction  with  him  than  to  receipt  to  him 
or  books  to  which  I  was  entitled^  which  books  were  then  partly  deliv- 
ired,  and  the  balance  was  afterwards  delivered. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  get  those  books  ? 

Answer.  I  .think  it  was  in  July,  shortly  after  the  resolution  was 
massed,  some  time  prior  to  the  adjournment  of  that  session.  I  never 
iad  any  other  transaction  with  Mr.  CuUom.  Unfortunately,  we  were 
fcot  on  very  good  terms  during  his  term  of  office. 

Question.  Did  you  give  him  any  bonus,  profit,  or  advantage  in  any 
vay? 

Answer.  Not  a  cent. 

Question.  Did  you  propose  any  such  thing  to  him,  or  did  he  propose 
k  to  you  ? 

Answer.  There  was  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  whole  transaction, 
o  far  as  I  was  concerned,  was  to  receive  the  books  and  give  my  receipt 
Or  them. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  that  either  shows  or  tends  to 
bow  any  corruption,  malfeasance,  misfeasance^  indirection,  or  any 
fficial  dereliction  on  the  part  qf  Mr.  Cullom,  the  late  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  none,  directly  or  indirectly. 
By  Mr.  Curry : 

Qaestion.  Do  you  remember  the  list  of  books  you  received  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  you  compare  the  books  you  received  with  the  receipt 
ou  gave? 

Answer.  I  have  never  compared  them  ;  some  of  them  are  not  yet 
mied ;  some  were  sent  to  me  by  mail  to  Philadelphia,  and  some  were 
livered  to  me  here,  according  to  orders  that  I  gave  here.  .  I  presume 
at  I  received  them  all.  At  all  events,  Mr.  Cullom  gave  mo  his  as- 
rance  that  he  would  supply  any  deficiency  that  might  be  found. 

By  the  Chairman : 
[Question.  Then,  so  far,  you  have  had  no  cause  of  dissatisfaction  in 
It  regard  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir  ;  none  at  all. 

JACOB  BROOM.. 

H.  Bep.  Com.  188 22 
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FSBRUABT  25,  1858. 

D.  S.  Walbridgb  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Cimgress  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Was  that  your  first  term? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  JProm  what  State? 

Answer.  Michigan. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  transactions  of  any  kind  with  Mr. 
CuUom,  the  late  Clerk,  in  regard  to  the  books  ordered  for  new  members 
of  Congress  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  other  transaction  than  to  receive  the  books  voted 
by  Congress  to  the  new  members.  I  received  a  portion  of  them  at  the 
time,  and  the  remainder  I  was  to  receive  when  I  should  call  for  them. 
The  reason  I  did  not  take  them  all  was  that  I  was  then  preparing  a 
library  in  my  house  and  did  not  want  them  all  then.  Mr.  Cullom 
said  that  I  could  take  the  rest  at  anytime.  I  have  not  received  them 
all  yet,  but  they  are  subject  to  my  order  at  anytime.  I  gave  a  receipt 
for  the  books,  and  the  Clerk  gave  me  a  memorandum  of  those  I  did 
not  take  so  that  I  could  call  for  them  at  anytime. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  that  establishes  or  tends  to  es- 
tablish any  misfeasance,  malfeasance,  dereliction  of  duty,  corruption 
or  official  misconduct  upon  the  part  of  General  Cullom  as  Clerk? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  anything  of  the  kind.  I  have  heard,  as 
you  and  others  have  heard,  of  various  rumors  that  are  afloat ;  hut  I 
know  nothing  of  their  truth  or  falsity.  I  never  had  any  transaction 
with  General  Cullom,  except  in  regard  to  those  books.  I  did  not 
know  him  until  about  the  time  he  was  elected  Clerk.  I  was  very  sel- 
dom in  his  office ;  and  there  never  was  much  familiarity  between  ns; 
I  never  was  in  his  private  room  but  once,  that  I  recollect ;  and  I  do 
not  think  he  was  ever  in  my  room  but  once ;  there  were  no  confidential 
relations  between  us,  and  very  little  social  intercourse  indeed ;  we 
agreed  politically  upon  some  matters,  and  upon  others  we  differed  jnst 
as  widely. 

.  By  Mr.  Ricaud  : 

Question.  In  this  transaction  in  regard  to  the  books  did  you  actually 
receive  the  books,  or  did  you  receive  money,  in  whole  or  in  partj  in- 
stead of  the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  received  money  for  a  portion  of  the  books.  When  I  went 
for  them  I  told  General  Cullom  that  I  had  already  bought  some  of 
the  same  works — the  Register  of  Debates  and  the  Annals,  and  also 
the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  and  they  were  at  my  house  in 
my  library  ;  and  I  proposed,  if  it  suited  him,  that  he  should  give  me 
the  money  instead  of  those  books  of  which  I  already  had  copies.  He 
said  it  made  no  difference  with  him  and  he  did  not  know  as  it  would 
make  any  difference  to  any  one  else.  He  accordingly  gave  me  the 
money  instead  of  those  books. 
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By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  To  how  much  did  the  money  you  thus  received  amount? 

Answer.  I  think  to  some  five  hundred  and  odd  dollars. 

Question.  Did  he  pay  you  the  full  amount  at  the  publisher's  prices? 

Answer.  So  far  as  I  know,  he  did.  I  cannot  recollect  precisely  the 
sum  he  paid  me,  though  I  can  recollect  within  a  few  dollars.  It  was 
at  the  rate,  I  think,  of  five  dollars  a  volume  for  the  Annals  and  Reg- 
ister, and  about  six  dollars  a  volume  for  the  Congressional  Globe  and 
Appendix.  That,  I  think,  will  bring  the  rum  to  pretty  near,  within 
a  few  dollars  of  what  I  received.  I  did  not  understand  at  the  time 
that  there  was  to  be  any  discount,  and  I  do  not  think  there  was  any. 

Question.  You  supposed  you  were  receiving  the  publisher's  prices  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir.  Since  this  investigation  has  been  going  on  I 
have  tyrned  my  attention  to  the  matter,  and  have  made  a  calculation, 
at  the  prices  I  have  before  named,  which  I  understand  to  be  the  pub- 
lisher's prices,  in  order  to  made  out  how  much  I  received,  and  I  think 
it  comes  to  the  amount  Mr.  CuUom  paid  me,  between  |530  and  $560. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Can  you  tell  the  exact  amount  you  received  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  between  $530  and  $560.  I  did  not  charge 
my  mind  with  it,  because  I  had  no  doubt  at  the  time  that  I  received 
the  full  amount  they  would  amount  to  at  the  publisher's  prices.  I 
made  no  memorandum  of  it  and  paid  no  particular  attention  to  it  at 
the  time.  I  remember  that  at  the  time  some  one  in  the  chief  clerk's 
office  sat  down  and  figured  up  the  amount  to  which  the  books  would 
come,  and  I  supposed  they  were  dealing  honestly  by  me  in  the  matter. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  made  this  calculation  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  I  knew  him  then ;  I  supposed  or  knew 
him  to  be  one  of  the  employes  in  the  office. 

By  Mr.  Curry: 

Question.  Did  you  give  to  General  CuUom  a  receipt  for  the  money 
you  received  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  I  gave  him  a  receipt  for  the  full  amount  of  the 
books. 

Question.  Did  you  receipt  for  money  or  for  books  ?  ♦ 

Answer.  For  books  and  not  for  the  money.  I  want  the  oommittee 
to  understand  distinctly  that  it  was  because  I  had  these  books  in  my 
own  library  at  home— and  I  have  them  yet — that  I  made  this  propo- 
sition to  Mr.  CuUom. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Then  this  exchange  was  entirely  for  your  own  con- 
venience? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  It  was  made  at  my  request  and  for  my  own  con- 
venience entirely. 

Question.  Did  you  give  General  CuUom  any  benefit,  advantage  or 
prc^t,  or  promise  him  in  any  way  or  shape  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  cent's  worth.    There  was  no  offer  of  a  consideration 
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on  my  part  and  no  asking  any  on  his  part.  I  supposed  at  the  time  that 
the  transaction  was  all  proper  and  fair^  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  Gen- 
eral CuUom  thought  it  all  right. 

By  Mr.  Curry: 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  members  who  had  similar 
transactions  with  him  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  except  from  what  I  have  seen  in  the  papers. 

D.  S.  WALBRIDGE. 


February  26,  1858. 
William  Baelt  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  you  hold  any  position  under  Mr.  Cullom  during  the 
last  Congress  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  What  was  it  ? 

Answer.  I  was  appointed  a  clerk  in  the  map  office,  under  the  act  of 
May  4,  1848. 

Question.  When  were  you  appointed  ? 

Answe):.  I  think  it  was  the  11th  of  February,  1856,  or  about  that 
time. 

Question.  How  long  did  you  remain  in  his  employment? 

Answer.  I  remained  in  office  up  to  the  time  of  the  election  of  the 
present  clerk,  or  a  few  days  after. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  all  your  salary  during  the  time  you  held 
that  appointment  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  State  how  much  you  did  not  receive,  and  why  you  did  not 
receive  it ;  and  state  also  all  the  circumstances  connected  with  it  ? 

Answer.  At  the  close  of  the  first  session  of  the  34  th  Congress  I  had 
made  application  through  my  friend,  Mr.  Knight,  then  a  member  of 
Congress,  to  General  Cullom  for  leave  of  absence.     Several  of  us  met 
at  the  time  at  the  room  of  General  Cullom,  and  he  informed  us  that 
he  intended  to  grant  us  leave  of  absence  upon  our  agreeing  that  our 
pay  should  cease  during  the  time  we  should  be  absent,  and  our  agree- 
ing to  sign  the  pay  roll  and  endorse  over  the  checks  for  our  pay  during 
that  time  to  such  persons  as  he  should  direct,  on  our  return.     Some 
four  or  five  of  us  did  make  that  agreement.     I  was  absent  until  in 
December,  near  the  commencement  of  the  second  session  of  the  34th 
Congress  ;  when  I  returned  here  I  signed  the  pay  roll  and  endorsed 
the  checks,  according  to  agreement. 

Question.  Did  you  execute  a  receipt  for  the  full  amount  of  your 
salary  the  same  as  if  you  had  been  here  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  State  specifically,  if  you  can,  the  understanding  or  agree- 
ment made  by  you  when  you  obtained  this  leave  of  absence  ? 

Answer.  General  Cullom  mentioned  in  the  course  of  the  conversa- 
tion at  that  time,  that  he  was  very  much  pressed  by  persons  asking 
employment  under  him,  and  gave  us  to  understand  that  he  intended 
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to  pnt  substitutes  in  our  places  while  we  were  absent.  He  also  men- 
tioned that,  as  some  of  us  were  going  out  to  engage  in  the  political 
contests  then  going  on,  he  did  not  think  we  should  draw  pay  from 
the  government  while  thus  engaged.  These  are  the  only  reasons  I 
recollect  of  ever  having  got  from  General  Oullom  for  stopping  our  pay 
daring  our  leave  of  absence.  I  have  never  had  any  conversation  upon 
the  subject  with  him  since  then.  I  agreed  to  do  as  he  requested  at 
tbe  time,  and  when  I  came  back  I  performed  my  part  of  the  agree- 
ment, and  have  made  no  inquiry  about  it  since. 

Question.  Then  your  pay  actually  terminated  at  the  time  you 
obtained  leave  of  absence? 

Answer.  I  received  my  pay  up  to  that  time. 

Question.  Did  you  execute  a  receipt  for  the  payment  of  your  salary 
daring  the  time  you  were  absent  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  ? 

Answer.  About  $450  I  should  think.  My  compensation  was  $1,800 
^  year  ;  I  signed  the  pay  roll  for  September,  October,  aud  November, 
aad  also  endorsed  the  check  for  the  amount  of  salary  that  would  be 
dne  for  those  months. 

Question.  Was  it  a  condition  upon  which  you  obt^ned  this  leave  of 
absence  that  you  should  sign  the  pay  roll  in  full? 

Answer.  I  so  understood  it ;  that  is,  that  we  were  to  sign  the  pay 
roll  on  our  return.  My  understanding  at  the  time  was  that  other 
persons  were  to  be  employed  in  our  places  during  our  absence,  and 
our  pay  was  to  go  to  them  ;  that  we  were  to  sign  the  pay  roll  but 
they  were  to  receive  the  remuneration. 

Question.  What  special  reasotis  were  assigned  why  you  should  be 
required  to  give  receipts  for  other  persons  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  special  reasons  other  than  those  T 
have  already  stated.  General  Cullom  said  he  was  very  much  pressed 
by  some  of  his  friends  to  grant  some  outsiders  some  crumbs  of  his 
patronage,  and^  as  I  understood,  he  took  that  means  to  do  so. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Were  you  to  be  removed  from  office  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Then  the  pay  was  to  be  drawn  in  your  name,  but  in 
reality  to  be  paid  over  to  those  who  actually  rendered  the  service  ?  • 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  According  to  my  recollection,  during  this  con- 
versation, which  was  a  short  one,  I  asked  him  if  he  considered  us  as 
removed  from  office,  and  he  said  that  he  did  not. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Who  took  your  place  ? 
Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  other  persons  were  employed? 
Answer.  I  do  not ;  I  cannot  testify  that  there  was  or  was  not  any 
cue  employed  in  my  place  during  my  absence. 
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By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  What  other  persons  came  into  this  agreement  with  you? 

Answer.  I  can  recollect  better  those  from  our  own  department  than 
those  out  of  it.  Mr.  Burnett,  of  Tennessee,  Mr.  Greenlease,  of  Mis- 
souri, and  myself,  from  the  map  office,  and  I  think  Mr.  Stanton,  of 
Tennessee,  and  I  am  under  the  impression,  but  will  not  say  positively, 
Mr.  Acton,  of  New  Jersey,  were  present  at  the  same  time. 

Question.  Were  there  other  persons  present  in  the  room  at  the 
time  this  conversation  took  place  ? 

Answer.  There  were. 

Question.  Was  this  upon  the  eve  of  my  leaving  here  for  Tennessetf 

Answer.  I  think  so ;  but  I  will  not  be  positive. 

Question.  Did  I  not  first  announce  to  you,  calling  up  those  who 
had  asked  leave  of  absence  for  the  purpose  of  going  home  to  engage 
in  the  existing  political  contest,  that  I  considered  it  incompatible  with 
your  duty  to  the  government  for  you  to  engage  in  political  contests 
while  you  held  office  and  received  pay  under  the  government  ? 

Answer.  You  did. 

Question.  Did  I  not  say  that  while  you  were  thus  engaged  I 
should  consider  you  out  of  office  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  about  that.  The  first  thing  I  re- 
member in  relation  to  that,  was  my  asking  you  the  question  whether 
you  would  consider  us  out  of  office  while  we  should  be  absent. 

Question.  Did  not  some  of  those  present,  when  I  made  that  state- 
ment, speak  up  and  ask  me  not  to  remove  them,  because  it  would  be 
spoken  of  by  letter  writers,  and  would  be  used  against  them,  and 
therefore  they  would  prefer  to  do  the  other  thing  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  heard  any  conversation  of  that 
kind,  further  than  some  one— I  do  not  recollect  who— said  that  if  this 
was  to  be  considered  a  removal  from  office,  it  would  get  into  the 
papers  ;  that  was  about  the  time  that  I  propounded  the  question  to 
you  myself. 

Question.  Did  not  some  of  them  ask  if  it  would  not  answer  the  same 
purpose  to  let  them  stand  upon  the  pay-roll,  and  then  let  them 
assign  their  checks  when  they  returned  ? 

Answer.  That  might  have  been  the  case,  but  I  do  not  recollect  of 
hearing  it. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Who  were  the  persons  present,  besides  those  you  have 
named  as  having  been  concerned  in  this  agreement? 

Answer.  Mr.  Prentice,  a  clerk  in  the  office ;  Mr.  Wallach,  Mr. 
Parker,  and  I  think  Mr.  Gordon. 

By  Mr.  Oullom: 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  all  those  parties  when  they  re- 
turned executed  that  arrangement  freely,  cheerfully,  and  without  any 
sort  of  constraint? 

Answer.  I  know  of  nothing  to  the  contrary.  I  heard  something 
about  Mr.  Acton,  but  I  know  nothing  myself  in  regard  to  him. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  at  the  end  of  that  first  session  I  ad- 
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Tanced  to  all  of  yon  who  were  going  away  the  extra  compensation 
that  I  supposed  had  been  voted  to  you  by  the  House  of  JKepresenta- 
tiyes? 

Answer.  I  know  th^t  I  got  mine  before  I  left. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  fact  that  the  treasurer  refused  to  allow 
this  extra  compensation  ? 

Answer.  I  know  there  was  some  delay  or  difficulty  about  it. 

Qaestion.  Do  yon  not  know  that  it  was  not  allowed  until  the  law 
was  passed  at  the  next  session  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  we  did  not  receive  any  pay  from  December 
until  the  last  of  February^  in  order  to  make  up  for  the  extra  compen- 
Bation  we  had  received. 

Question.  And  when  the  law  was  passed  making  the  appropriation 
for  this  extra  compensation^  did  you  not  then  receive  the  extra  com- 
pensation and  your  salary  together  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  I  not  dismiss  Mr.  Acton  when  he  returned  because 
he  was  not  willing  to  pay  me  back  the  extra  compensation  il  had 
advanced  to  him  ? 

Answer.  I  remember  that  Mr.  Acton  was  dismissed  for  some  cause, 
and  I  heard  the  rumors  in  relation  to  it ;  but  what  the  facts  were,  I 
do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  not  remember  that  he  published  a  card  im* 
mediately  after  his  dismissal  in  reference  to  that  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  he  did,  but  I  never  saw  the  card  ? 

Question.  Were  you  not  summoned  by  Mr.  Burnett  to.  meet  him- 
self and  others  at  my  room,  and  join  them  in  drawing  up  a  certificate, 
as  an  act  of  justice  to  me,  refuting  the  allegations  made  by  Mr.  Acton 
in  his  card  ? 

Answer.  In  regard  to  that  matter,  I  would  say  that  Mr.  Burnett 
came  to  me  and  stated  that  Mr.  Acton  had  published  a  card  denying 
that  he  was  included  in  this  agreement  to  have  our  pay  suspended 
during  our  absence.  I  told  Mr.  Burnett  that  I  was  willing  to  sign 
any  paper  that  might  be  drawn  up  stating  that  this  agreement  had 
been  mutual  upon  the  part  of  all  who  were  present.  There  was  no 
question  that  we  did  all  agree  to  it. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  go  with  Mr.  Burnett  to  my  room? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  not  Mr.  Burnett,  subsequent  to  his  return  and 
siting  of  his  pay-roll,  and  transferring  his  draft  in  pursuance  of 
this  agreement,  continue  attached  to  me,  according  to  all  appearances, 
up  to  the  time  that  I  notified  him  of  his  dismissal  ? 

Answer.  He  always  professed  to  be  your  friend,  and  to  be  aware  of 
your  intentions  in  regard  to  us,  and  always  assured  me  that  we  should 
get  this  pay;  my  remark  was  that  I  knew  nothing  more  about  the 
transaction  than  that  I  had  been  connected  with  himself  and  others 
in  this  agreement,  and  had  fulfilled  my  part  of  it ;  and  if  there  was 
anything  to  come  to  us  afterwards,  I  supposed  we  should  get  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  up  to  within  a  few  days  of  his  leaving 
here,  he  often  spoke  of  me  in  every  point  of  view,  in  the  highest 
terms? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir;  he  professed  to  be  your  warm  personal  friend.  ^ 

Question.  Did  you  not  hear  him  urge  those  present  at  the  time  this 
agreement  was  made,  to  join  him  in  refuting  the  charges  made  by 
Mr.  Acton  ?  ♦ 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  as  to  that;  he  often  mentioned  it  in  the 
office;  I  said  that  I  was  willing  to  sign  any  paper  that  should  embody 
a  fair  statement  of  the  facts,  and  that  I  presuoied  that  whenever 
Greneral  CuUom  felt  himself  aggrieved  he  would  make  application 
himself;  I  thought  the  old  gentleman  rather  officious,  however,  and 
did  not  encourage  him  at  all. 

Question.  Did  not  Mr.  Stanton,  who  had  been  anxious  to  join  ins 
card  replying  to  and  denouncing  the  card  of  Mr.  Acton,  himself  pub- 
lish a  card  o?  the  same  tenor  and  effect  as  that  of  Mr.  Acton  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did  read  a  card  from  Mr.  Burnett;  but  I  believe 
I  never  saw  anything  from  Mr.  Stanton;  I  had  but  a  limited  acquaintr 
ance  with  Mr.  Stanton,  and  but  little  conversation  with  him  upon  this 
subject;  I  did  meet  him  once  at  Brown's  hotel  one  evening,  and  had  a 
conversation  with  him,  in  which  he  undertook  to  assure  me  that  this 
money  would  be  paid  to  us,  or  something  of  the  kind;  he  asked  me 
whether  I  knew  of  there  being  any  use  or  application  made  of  it,  and 
I  said  1  did  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  fact  that  these  drafts  were  sent  back 
the  day  they  were  endorsed  by  jou,  and  placed  to  the  credit  of  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  them,  after  I  put  my  name  to  mine; 
the  first  day  after  I  arrived  in  this  city  on  my  return,  I  met  you  on  the 
Avenue,  as  I  was  on  my  way  to  the  Capitol;  I  went  to  the  room  of 
Mr.  Ingram  and  signed  the  pay-roll  and  endorsed  the  check. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  receive  your  pay  for  the  time  you  were  absent? 
Answer.  I  received  no  pay  for  the  months  of  September,  October 
and  November,  1866. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  To  what  did  your  salary  for  those  months  amount? 
Answer.  To  $450% 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  became  of  that  money  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  . 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  give  the  check  or  draft  after  you  i^^^ 
endorsed  it  ? 

Answer.  I  left  it  upon  the  desk  of  Mr.  Ingram,  the  chief  clerk.         . 

Question.  Have  you  stated  all  the  facts  in  connexion  with  this  n:::^* 
ter  of  leave  of  absence  ?  i 

Answer.  I  believe  I  have;  in  regard  to  this  paper  to  which  Gencs^^* 
CuUom  has  referred,  I  will  state  to  the  committee  that  about  the  tL — -^ 
the  card  was  published  by  Mr.  Burnett,  of  Tennessee,  there  was  a  pa^^ 
drawn  up  by  the  gentlemen  who  were  remaining  here;  it  had  b^^^ 
denied  by  some  that  they  had  agreed  that  their  pay  should  be  s  ^^ 
pended  during  their  absence;  those  of  us  who  remained  here  thoujf  ^^ 
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it  nothing  more  tlian  jufitice  to  General  Callom  that  that  matter  should 
be  set  right,  for  such  an  agreement  had  been  made,  and  we  considered 
it  as  not  gentlemanly  to  deny  it;  General  Cullom  requested  some  of 
us  to  draw  the  paper  up  ourselves;  I  think  I  sent  a  rough  draught  in 
pencil  of  such  a  paper  to  him  which  I  drew  up;  however,  he  drew  up 
one  himself  and  sent  it  to  the  office,  which  contained,  in  my  opinion, 
pretty  much  what  I  have  stated  here,  and  I  signed  it;  it  set  forth  the 
fact  that  we  had  agreed  to  the  suspension  of  our  pay  during  our  ab- 
sence; in  the  pencil  draft  T  sent  him,  I  incorporated  what  I  have 
stated  here,  and  also  that  he  had  said  that  he  would  have  to  employ 
substitutes,  as  he  was  so  much  pressed  by  persons  outside  to  give  them 
some  crumbs  of  his  appointments;  with  the  exception  of  that,  I  think 
the  statement  which  he  drew  up,  and  which  we  signed,  was  pretty 
much  as  I  have  stated  here. 

Question.  Aside  and  apart  from  this  transaction,  do  you  know  of 
ADy  fact  that  shows,  or  tends  to  show,  any  misfeasance,  malfeasance, 
iereliction  of  duty,  corruption,  or  official  misconduct  on  the  part  of 
General  Cullom  as  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  during  the  time  I  was  employed  under  him  I 
was  employed  at  the  Land  Office,  and  the  most  of  my  time  was  spent 
there,  though  I  did  spend  sometime  about  the  Capitol,  when  my  duties 
permitted  ;  I  was  a  great  deal  about  his  office  and  the  office  of  chief 
clerk  and  other  clerks,  and  also  in  the  stationery  room,  Mr.  Minnix 
being  a  personal  friend  of  mine ;  and  I  never  saw  anything  that 
induced  me  to  think,  for  a  moment,  that  there  was  any  misconduct 
on  the  part-of  General  Cullom. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  ask  anything  of  you  in  regard  to  your  official 
duties  that  an  honest  man  should  not  ask,  or  that  an  honest  man 
would  not  assent  to  if  asked  ? 

Answer.  He  n^ver  did. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  You  refer  now  to  matters  outside  of  this  affair  of  leave 
of  absence  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  always  cherished  the  kindest  feelings  towards 
General  Cullom,  and  hope  that  he  did  towards^  me ;  he  never  ap- 
proached me  in  any  way  that  one  gentleman  might  not  approach 
Another. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  this  matter  of  leave  of  absence  originate  with  you 
^nd  other  gentlemen,  who  desired  to  absent  themselves  from  their 
office  for  a  time  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  and  I  agreed  to  it  willingly,  under  the  repre- 
mutations  of  General  Cullom ;  I  think  he  remarked  to  me,  during 
(he  struggle  for  Speaker  of  the  34th  Congress,  when  another  gentle- 
man and  myself  were  trying  very  urgently  to  get  a  place  under  him, 
tbat  he  would  try  to  smuggle  me  in,  in  some  way,  but  that  he  desired 
me  never  to  speak  about  it  in  any  way.  In  regard  to  this  agreement, 
as  nearly  as  I  can  recollect  his  language,  he  assigned  but  two  reasons ; 
one  was  that  he  was  pressed  very  much  by  persons  outside  for  some 
crumbs  of  his  patronage,  and  he  was  taking  this  means  to  gratify 
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them ;  and  the  other  was  that  he  did  not  think  it  altogether  proper 
that  persons  going  out  to  engage  in  political  contests  should  draw  paj 
from  the  government. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Questioa.  Did  you  consider  yourself  removed  from  oflSce  when  you 
went  away? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  return  and  enter  upon  the  duties  of  your  office? 

Answer.  I  did,  and  remained  here  until  sometime  during  last  De- 
cember. One  reason  why  I  did  not  consider  myself  as  removed  from 
office  was  that  when  this  matter  was  mentioned  of  signing  the  pay- 
roll and  endorsing  our  checks,  I  remarked  that  if  we  were  removed 
from  office,  our  signing  the  pay-roll  and  checks  would  amount  to 
nothing. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  From  whom  did  the  suggestion  first  come  as  to  obtaining 
leave  of  absence  ? 

Answer.  It  was  customary  for  us  to  ask  leave  of  absence  whenever 
we  wanted  it.  The  suggestion  in  regard  to  the  stoppage  of  our  pay 
came  from  General  CuUom. 

[General  OuUom  at  this  point  laid  before  the  committee  the  follow- 
ing card,  which  was  published  in  the  Evening  Star,  of  Washington, 
D.  C,  March  28,  1867.     It  was  read  as  follows : 

"As  we  perceive  that  certain  charges  have  been  made  by  persons 
dismissed  from  office  by  General  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, we,  the  undersigned,  make  the  following  statement,  viz : 

''  Near  the  close  of  the  first  session  of  the  thirty -fourth  Congress 
we  called  at  General  Cullom's  private  rooms  to  take  leave  of  him  pre- 
vious to  his  departure  for  Tennessee.     After  considerable  conversation 
he  remarked  audibly  to  us  all,  that  certain  gentlemen,  to  wit :  Messrs. 
Bailey,  Burnett,  Stanton,  Acton,  and  Greenlsase,  (the  last  named 
gentleman  wished  leave  to  visit  his  friends,)  wished  to  engage  in  the 
presidential  canvass,  and  that  it  was  incompatible  with  our  engage- 
ments to  do  more  than  vote,  according  to  our  several  inclinations;  and 
that  the  above  named  persons,  who  were  all  present  and  taking  part 
in  the  conversation,  would  consider  themselves  out  of  office  until  the 
meeting  of  the  next  session  of  Congress.     Some  person  of  the  number 
remarked  that,  if  they  were  dismissed,  the  letter-writers  or  newspapers 
would  publish  the  matter  before  the  country,  and  to  avoid  which  it 
was  suggested  that  their  names  should  stand  upon  the  pay-roll,  and 
that,  when  they  returned  at  the  commencement  of  the  next  session,  to 
sign  the  pay-roll,  and  endorse  the  checks  for  the  same  back  to  the 
Clerk,  which  arrangement  was  agreed  upon  by  all  interested.     Upon 
which  General  CuUom  remarked  that  if  they  all  preferred  that  course, 
it  attained  the  same  end,  and  he  would  adopt  it;  and  upon  asking 
them  if  they  all  agreed  to  that  arrangement,  they  answered  in  the 
affirmative.     General  CuUom  left  for  Tennessee  that  evening,  and  Mr. 
Burnett  was  prominent  in  making  the  arrangement.     All  promptly, 
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heir  return,  carried  out  the  agreement,  and  no  complaint  was 
from  Messrs.  Stanton  or  Burnett  until  we  heard  that  the  Clerk 
»tified  them  that  their  services  would  be  at  an  end  at  the  close 
session.  Indeed,  Mr.  Burnett  dealt  in  praises  of  General  Cul- 
)  to  that  time. 

le  undersigned  Messrs.  Bailey  and  Geenlease  were  of  the  nnm- 
opped,  but  they  have  only  carried  out  an  express  agreement, 
ady  to  do  justice,  and  therefore  make  no  complaint.  We  all 
ling  to  have  been  present,  give  this  statement  free  from  party 
jonal  bias,  as  we  are  composed  of  both  Whigs  and  Democrats; 
r  motto  is, '  Let  justice  be  done.' 

"  RUFUS  PRENTICE. 

**A.  R.  PARKER. 

'^J.  N.  GORDON. 

"  C.  P.  WALLACE. 

*'WM.  BAILY. 

'^J.  C.  GREENLEASE."] 

witness  here  said :  I  would  say,  in  regard  to  the  statement  in 
.rd,  that  General  Cullom  would  consider  as  out  of  office  until 
ieting  of  the  next  session  of  Congress  those  who  should  leave 
t  time,  when  this  paper  was  brought  to  the  office  for  our  signa- 
I  think  that  both  Mr.  Greenlease  and  myself  objected  to  that 
1  of  it.  But  Mr.  Parker,  who  brought  it,  said  that  it  amounted 
ling  any  way,  and  I  signed  it  thinking  it  made  but  little  differ* 
I  do  not  recollect  now,  and  did  not  then  recollect,  any  such 
i  by  General  Cullom.  But  I  recollect  distinctly  that  I  asked 
il  Cullom  whether  he  considered  it  a  removal,  and  he  said  he 
)t.  I  remarked  aloud  that  if  we  were  removed  the  signing  of 
7- roll  and  checks  would  do  no  good;  and  it  was  agreed  that  our 
should  be  continued  as  employes. 

By  the  Chairman : 

stion.  Then  the  idea  was  that  you  wanted  to  go  out  and  engage 
Presidential  campaign  and  matters  aside  and  apart  from  the 

of  your  office  ? 

wer.  Yes,  sir,  that  was  the  design. 

stion.  And  General  Cullom  did  not  want  you  to  draw  your  pay 

thus  engaged  ? 

wer.  He  did  not. 

stion.  It  seems  that  he  did  not  desire  to  dismiss  you,  but  engaged 

ervices  after  the  canvass  was  over  ? 

wer.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  been  somewhat  engaged  in  politics  ;  I  had 
warm  friend  in  Congress,  Mr.  Knight,  and  desired  to  go  home 

nvass  in  his  district. 

stion.  The  pay  was  to  continue  in  your  name,  and  you  were  to 

jr  it  when  you  came  back  ? 

wer    My  understanding  clearly  was  that  others  were  to  be 

ted  in  our  places,  and  when  we  returned  we  were  to  draw  it  and 

>r  it  over  to  them. 
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By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Were  they  to  be  regarded  as  temporary  appointees? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir,  so  I  understood. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Was  not  the  appointing  temporary  clerks  during  th^ 
absence  of  yourself  and  others  the  understanding  at  first,  when  ^ 
announced  that  you  were  to  consider  yourselves  out  of  office  until  th^ 
commencement  of  the  next  session  of  Congress  ?  and  after  the  subs^^ 
quent  agreement  that  your  names  should  continue  on  the  pay  rol7, 
was  it  not  impossible  for  me  to  appoint  others? 

Answer.  There  was  very  little  conversation  after  that  propositioja 
was  made  and  accepted. 

Question.  Was  it  not  impossible  for  me  to  employ  others  ader  I 
agreed  to  let  your  names  stand  upon  the  pay  roll  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

By  Mr.  Curry. 

Question.  Your  understanding,  then,  was  that  your  pay  was  to  go 
to  others  who  were  to  be  employed  during  your  absence  ? 

Answer.  That  was  the  first  understanaing  or  impression  I  received 
from  what  General  Cullom  said. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  different  understanding  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  have  always  had  but  the  one  understanding 
about  the  matter,  and  I  always  considered  that  if  the  money  was  not 
used  it  was  mine :  but  that  matter  I  left  with  General  Cullom. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Was  not  the  conversation  from  which'  you  inferred  that 
I  was  going  in  this  way  to  throw  some  crumbs  of  my  appointment  to 
others,  before  the  agreement  that  your  names  should  remain  on  the 
pay-roll  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  during  the  first  part  of  the  conversation,  as 
far  as  I  can  now  remember. 

Question.  Did  I  say  anything  after  that  from  which  you  could  draw 
that  inference,  and  was  not  the  rest  of  the  conversation  in  relation  to 
the  agreement  that  your  names  should  continue  upon  the  pay  roll,  and 
that  you  were  to  sign  the  roll  and  the  checks  when  you  returned  ? 

Answer.  The  agreement  was  that  we  were  to  sign  the  pay  roll  and 
endorse  the  checks,  but  where  the  money  was  to  go  I  did  not  know. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Was  this  agreement  promptly  carried  out  by  you  on  your 
return  ? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  Did  you  endorse  the  checks  to  the  government,  or  how 
did  you  endorse  them  ? 

Answer.  I  endorsed  them  in  blank  upon  the  back,  and  left  them 
with  Mr,  Cullom,  or  rather  with  his  chief  clerk. 

WM.  BAILY. 
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3HN  Trrttlkr,  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman :. 
uestion.  What  is  your  residence  and  occnpation  ? 
nswer.  My  residence  is  Washington,  and  my  occupation  that  of 
:-binder. 

uestion.  Did  you  have  any  business  transactions  with  Mr.  Cullom, 
le  he  was  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 
nswer.  I  had  a  contract  to  bind  tne  reserved  documents  of  the 
L  Congress. 

uestion.  What  was  the  amount  of  that  contract  ? 
nswer.  From  $75,000  to $80,000.' 
uestion.  Have  you  fulfilled  that  contract? 

nswer.  It  is  not  quite  completed  yet ;  there  are  two  or  three  vol- 
s  now  to  be  finished. 

uestion.  Ebive  you  been  paid  for  the  work  you  have  done  ? 
nswer.  Not  all  of  it. 

uestion.  Is  the  contract  a  continuing  one  ? 

nswer.  It  is  ;  it  comprises  all  the  work  of  that  class  for  the  34th 
gross. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

uestion.  Have  you  been  paid  for  all  the  work  that  you  have  com- 

sd? 

nswer.  All  of  my  bills  have  been  paid  except  some  that  have  been 

lie  Clerk's  office  for  a  month  or  two  past. 

By  the  Chairman : 

uestion.  How  came  you  to  get  that  contract? 

nswer.  I  carried  a  letter  of  recommendation  from  Mayor  Towers, 

>nel  Seaton,  and  Colonel  Force,  to  General  Cullom. 

uestion.  Did  you  give  General  Cullom  any  margin,  benefit,  ad- 

tage,  or  profit  of  any  kind,  or  promise  to  give  him  any  for  that 

iract? 

.nswer.  Not  a  cent. 

uestion.  Has  he  received  any  benefit  directly  or  indirectly,  or  is 

o  receive  any,  growing  out  of  that  contract  ? 

.nswer.  Not  a  cent  to  my  knowledge ;  none  from  me. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 
uestion.  Did  you  make  any  agreement  with  any  person  in  relation 
bis  contract? 
nswer.  I  did. 
uestion.  With  whom? 

nswer.  Mr.  Hugh  Tyler.     I  wanted  the  work,  and  as  I  supposed 
he  bad  some  influence  with  the  Clerk,  I  ofiered  him  a  percentage 
et  the  contract  for  me. 

uestion.  How  much  did  you  agree  to  give  him? 
nswer.  Twenty-five  percent,  on  the  whole  contract, 
lefition.  What  were  the  precise  terms  of  your  agreement  ? 
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Answer.  I  agreed  to  give  him  25  per  cent.,  if  he  would  get  me  the 
contract. 

Question.  Who  made  the  application  to^Mr.  Cnllom  ;  yon  or  Mr. 
Tyler? 

Answer.  I  made  it  first,  and  then  went  to  Mr.  Tyler  and  agreed  to 
give  him  the  percentage  it  he  would  secure  it  for  me. 

Question.  Was  this  application  to  Mr.  Tyler  subsequent  to  your 
first  interview  with  Mr.  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  It  was. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  refer  you  to  Mr.  Tyler  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  apply  to  Mr.  Tyler? 

Answer.  He  was  security  for  Mr.  Cullom,  and  I  supposed  that  he 
had  influence  with  him. 

Question.  What  did  Mr.  Cullom  say  when  you  came  to  him  to  com- 
plete  the  contract? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  What  did  he  say  when  you  first  applied? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Did  he  say  you  could  have  it  ? 

Answer.  He  gave  me  no  direct  answer  at  the  time ;  and  as  I  was 
very  anxious  to  get  it,  I  went  to  Mr.  Tyler  that  day  or  the  day  after. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Tyler  accept  your  offer  ?' 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  make  this  arrangement  with  Mr.  Tyler  at  your 
first  interview  with  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  it  was  at  the  second,  I  think. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Tyler  the  agent  of  the  Clerk? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of.  I  went  to  him  as  I  understood  he 
was  security  for  the  Clerk,  and  I  supposed  he  had  influence  with  him. 

By  Mr.  Curry  : 

Question.  Did  the  proposition  come  from  you  or  from  Mr.  Tyler? 

Answer.  I  made  him  the  offer  myself. 

Question.  Has  that  agreement  been  carried  out  between  you  aud 
Mr.  Tyler? 

Answer.  It  was  up  to  some  three  or  four  months  ago,  when  he  sai^ 
that  as  he  wanted  to  go  away,  if  I  would  give  him  $1,600  down  then  1>« 
would  release  me  from  any  further  obligation. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  him  altogether  for  his  influence' 
Answer.  I  think  he  got  something  over  |12,000« 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Was  your  agreement  to  pay  him  this  bonus  if  he  woc^J^ 
secure  you  this  contract? 
Answer.  It  was. 


er.  Noy  sir  ;  nor  did  I  speak  of  it  to  him.  He  directed  one  of 
18  to  make  oat  the  bonds  which  I  had  to  sign,  and  after  that 
meed  the  work.  I  am  satisfied  that  I  never  said  a  word  to 
lorn  about  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Tyler.  I  do  not  know 
ever  knew  there  was  any  such  arrangement, 
ion.  Then  you  made  the  contract  with  Mr.  Tyler,  and  Mr 
ratified  it  by  entering  into  writings  to  give  you  this  binding  ? 
er.  I  got  the  binding  from  Mr.  Cullom. 

ty  the  Chairman : 

ion.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  know  anything  about  your  arrangement 

.Tyler? 

er.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

ion.  Was  the  giving  you  this  binding  by  Mr.  Cullom  con- 

D  any  way  with  this  outside  arrangement  between  you  and 

er? 

er.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Jy  Mr.  Curry  : 

ion.  Was  it  after  Mr.  Tyler  told  you  that  he  had  got  the  con- 
•  you  that  you  went  to  Mr.  Cullom  and  entered  into  bonds  ? 
er.  It  was. 

ion.  Was  there  any  additional  compensation  or  percentage 
you  by  Congress  to  pay  for  this  binding  ? 
er.  I  believe  not ;  I  never  received  any. 
ion.  Was  it  not  your  understanding  that  this  additional  com- 
»n  was  voted  to  you  ? 

er.  No,  sir.  There  was  something  said  at  one  time  about  an 
al  twenty  per  cent,  upon  the  binding.  Mrs.  Sergeant's  fore- 
r.  Charles  Lemon,  told  me  something  to  that  enect,  I  think, 
ion.  If  there  was  any  extra  compensation  voted  by  Congress 
ever  receive  it? 
er.  No,  sir ;  unless  it  was  for  the  Congressional  Globe,  some 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  By  whom? 

Answer.  By  Mr.  John  C.  Rives,  in  relation  to  the  Congressional 
Globe. 

Question.  To  what  extent  ? 

Answer.  It  was  for  the  Globe  for  the  first  session  of  the  34th  Con- 
gress. 

Question.  Did  you  make  that  certificate? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  money  being  drawn  from  the  ClerVs 
oflSce  upon  that  certificate  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  Mr.  Eives  said  his  object  was  to  get  the  money. 
He  said  I  should  have  the  sheets  in  eight  or  ten  days,  as  he  was  only 
waiting  to  have  the  index  completed. 

Question.  Were  the  sheets  then  printed? 

Answer.  AH  but  the  index. 

Question.  How  long  after  you  gave  the  certificate  was  it  before  yoti 
received  the  complete  work  ready  for  binding  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  last  was  received  some  four  months  or  more, 
amounting  to  about  three-fourths  of  the  whole. 

Question.  Was  the  certificate  that  you  gave  to  Mr.  Rives  dated 
upon  the  day  it  was  given  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was,  but  I  do  not  recollect.  I  had  done  the 
same  thing  before,  but  had  not  then  been  kept  out  of  the  work  for  90 
long  a  time  after  I  did  so. 

Question.  Did  General  Cullom  ever  go  to  you  to  inquire  why  the 
books  were  not  delivered  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  that  he  mentioned  several  times 
that  he  was  waiting  for  the  Globe. 

By  Mr.  Cullom  : 

Question.  Did  you  not  learn  that  members  were  complaining  about 
their  books  not  being  delivered  to  them ;  and  did  you  not  excuse 
yourself  upon  the  ground  that  you  had  not  yet  received  them  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  money  was  drawn  by  Mr. 
Rives  upon  this  certificate  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  it.  I  suppose  that  he  drew  it,  as  he  said  he 
wanted  the  money. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  General  Cullom  was  aware  that 
these  sheets  were  not  delivered  to  you  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  had  no  reason  to  suppose  that  he  knew  whether 
they  were  delivered  or  not. 
By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question;  How  were  you  to  pay  Mr.  Tyler  the  percentage  yo^ 
agreed  to  give  him  ? 

Answer.  Out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  contract. 

Question.  Did  you  so  pay  him  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 
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ftneation.  Did  Mr.  Tyler  ever  inform  you  that  some  twenty  or  thirty 

r  cent,  or  some  extra  compensation  had  been  voted  by  Congress  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Question.  Did  you  never  so  state  to  any  person  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did  mention  once  that  the  committee  agreed  to 

low  some  twenty  per  cent,  extra.  I  first  heard  it,  I  think,  from  Mr. 

imon,  Mrs.  Sergeant's  foreman,  and  I  might  then  have  mentioned  it 

Mr.  Tyler. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  you  take  the  letters  of  Colonel  Force  and  others  to 

r.  OuUom  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Did  you  have  an  interview  with  him  at  the  time  you  pre- 

Qted  those  letters  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  state  to  him  at  what  price  you  would  take  the 

ntract? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  the  price  is  fixed  by  law,  and  I  got  the  same 

ice  that  has  been  paid  tor  many  years  past ;  at  least  I  got  nothing 

)re. 

Question.  Did  this  bonus  of  25  per  cent,  go  to  Mr.  Tyler  out  of  the 

ice  fixed  by  law  ? 

Answer.  Yes.  sir. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 
Question.  Had  Mr.  Towers,  then  mayor  of  this  city,  and  other  in- 
ential  men  here,  been  to  see  me,  at  your  instance,  before  you  brought 
Me  recommendations  to  me? 
Answer.  They  had. 

Question.  Were  you  a  binder  here,  and  had  you  been  eno;aged  re- 
iarly  in  the  business,  and  had  you  done  work  before  for  Congress  ? 
Inswer.  Yes,  sir. 

iuestion.  Was  the  mayor  of  the  city  active  in  importuning  me  to 
e  you  this  work  before  you  spoke  to  me  about  it? 
bswer.  I  think  so  ;  he  said  he  would  do  so,  and  also  told  me  that 
bad  done  so. 

toestion.  When  you  brought  me  those  letters  did  I  not  tell  you 
1 1  would  look  into  the  matter,  examine  your  recommendations, 
see  if  I  could  properly  give  the  contract  to  you  ? 
.nswer.  I  do  not  recollect  what  the  conversation  was. 
oestion.  Did  you  leave  the  letters  with  me  to  be  examined  by  me? 
nswer.  I  did. 

aestion.  Do  you  know  the  fact  that  Mr.  Buck,  one  of  my  clerks, 
tnmended  you  to  me  as  one  of  the  best  binders  in  the  city  ? 
nswer.  Yes,  sir,  he  did. 

lestion.  When  you  presented  those  letters  did  not  Mr.  Buck,  at 
time,  endorse  you  as  one  of  the  best  binderls  who  had  ever  done 
Souse  binding  ? 

iswer.  I  think  so  ;  I  am  not  certain  about  all  that  transpired  at 
time, 
lestion.  Do  you  remember  of  his  bringing  you  in,,  and  introdu- 
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cing  you  to  me,  and  speaking  of  your  having  done  the  House  bi 
in  a  satisfactory  manner  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did. 

Question.  Were  those  recommendations  that  you  brought  m( 
the  first  citizens  here  ? 

Answer.  I  considered  them  so ;  I  said  at  the  time  that  if  y< 
quired  more  names  I  could  get  them,  but  you  seemed  to  be  sat 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  while  those  letters  were  wi 
many  citizens  of  this  place,  influential  men,  came  to  me  and 
me  to  give  you  this  contract  ? 

Answer.  They  said  they  would  do  so,  and  I  have  no  doubt  th( 

Question.  Did  you  ever  mention  to  me  your  arrangement  wit 
Tyler? 

Answer.  I  never  did. 

Question.  Did  I  ever  demand  a  dollar  from  you  on  that  score 

Ai^iswer.  No,  sir ;  you  never  received  a  cent  upon  that  accouii 
I  know  of. 

Question.  Did  my  chief  clerk  pay  all  your  bills  that  wer 
during  my  administration  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  many  personal  interviews  do  you  suppose  w 
had  during  the  last  twelve  or  eighteen  months,  since  you  receiv( 
contract? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  of  having  been  in  your  ofBoe  mor 
three  or  four  times  during  the  last  two  years,  and  that  soon 
received  this  contract. 

Question.  Have  we  often  met  for  the  last  year  or  fifteen  moni 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  but  once  or  twice,  on  the  avenue,  somewl 
the  neighborhood  of  Brown's. 

Question.  If  you  have  avoided  seeing  me^  and  never  would 
except  upon  necessary  business  and  at  our  accidental  meetings 
the  avenue,  state  for  what  reason  and  at  whose  instance  you  i 

Answer.  Mr.  Tyler  seemed  to  be  anxious  that  I  should  no 
with  you. 

Question.  Have  I  not  called  at  your  office,  and  sent  to  you  : 
edly,  and  you  declined  seeing  me  ? 

Answer.  That  is  true  ;  I  kept  out  of  your  way,  as  Mr.  Tylers 
to  be  anxious  that  I  should,  and  I  considered  him  a  sort  of  [ 
with  me  in  the  afibir. 

Question.  Were  you  not  embarrassed  in  your  financial  afiaii 
much  by  reason  of  not  receiving  the  sheets  for  which  you  oerti 
Mr.  Bives? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Did  not  the  notes  which  you  mve  for  the  materi 
bought  on  the  strength  of  soon  receiving  those  sheets  mature 
you  did  receive  them  ? 

Answer,  They  did. 

Question.  Did  you  raise  the  money  for  them  through  Mr. ' 

Answer.  I  did  ;  a  great  deal  of  it. 

Question.  Did  you  and  he  have  a  sort  of  partnership  in  this  i 
and  he  accommodated  you,  but  advised  you  to  keep  out  of  my  ^ 
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Lnswer.  That  is  so. 

Question.  And  when  I  called  at  your  place  to  see  you,  or  left  word 

1 1  wanted  to  see  you,  was  it  his  request  that  you  would  not  see 

? 

Answer.  It  was  at  his  request.     I  do  not  think  he  served  me  right 

Gt  partner,  lor  he  charged  me  two  per  cent,  a  month  for  the  money 

loaned  me. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Juestion.  At  what  time  did  you  regard  Mr.  Tyler  as  a  partner? 

Answer.  After  he  got  this  contract  for  me ;  or  after  I  supposed  it 

8  obtained  through  his  influence. 

Question.  Who  first  told  you  that  Mr.  Tyler  had  influence  with  Mr. 

Uom? 

Answer.  I  heard  that  he  was  one  of  the  Clerk's  sureties  ;  I  do  not 

ollect  who  told  me. 

Qaeetion.  Did  Tyler  tell  you  that  he  was  the  agent  of  Mr.  Cullom, 

state  how  it  was  that  he  had  influence  with  him  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  did  ;  I  think  I  said  to  him  that  I  under- 

od  that  he  had  some  influence  with  Mr.  Cullom,  and,  as  I  had 

plied  for  this  work,  I  was  willing  to  give  him  a  percentage  if  he 

uld  get  it  for  me,  and  offered  to  give  him  25  per  cent. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 
Question.  Did  Tyler  tell  you  that  he  could  secure  the  contract  for 

Q? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  told  me  so  ? 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  to  give  him  this  twenty-five  per  cent,  after 
Q  got  the  contract  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  that  was  the  agreement,  and  it  was  changed 
ly  at  his  request,  some  months  ago,  as  I  have  stated. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  doing  the  public 

ding? 

bgwer.  For  twenty-five  years,  off  and  on. 

Inestion.  Have  you  generally  had  partners  in  your  contracts  ? 

Lnawer.  I  have  had  twice.     I  was  engaged  in  the  muslin  binding 

the  House  during  the  last  Congress,  and  it  came  to  me  third- 

ded. 

Question.  Did  you  have  the  same  kind  of  partners  as  Tyler  was  ; 

if  so,  what  percentage  did  you  have  to  pay  ? 

nswer.  A  Mr.  Williams  got  the  appointment  of  binder  from  the 

mittee  of  the  House,  and  the  late  Mr.  Farnham  of  this  city  got  it 

liiD,  by  paying  him  twenty  per  cent,  upon  his  contract.     Mr. 

iham  came  to  me  with  it,  and  I  agreed  to  do  the  work  for  one- 

of  the  profits  left,  after  deducting  this  twenty  per  cent.,  and  I  then 

eeded  to  fit  up  my  shop,  and  didtfae  work. 
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By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  How  much  were  the  profits? 

Answer.  Mr.   Williams,    I  think,   made  something  like  $33,000 
clear,  for  his  share. 

JOHN  TRETLEE. 


Francis  Laicb  called  and  sworn.  ' 

By  the  Chairman  :  ~ 

Question.  What  is  your  place  of  residence,  and  your  occupation?  - 

Answer.  My  residence  is  Washington  city,  and  my  business  that  of       ^ 
looking-glass  dealer.  -- 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  transactions  with  Mr.  Cullom,        ^ 
late  Clerk  ?  i 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  furnish  any  goods,  wares,  or  merchandifie       .> 
that  were  used  under  the  direction  or  supervision  of  the  late  Clerk  in 
in  any  way? 

Answer*.  I  furnished  some  mirrors  for  the  House  of  Bepresenta-      j 
tives.  ' 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  furnish  them  ?  ~ 

Answer.  To  Mr.  John  D.  Thomson. 

Question.  What  mirrors  did  you  furnish  ? 

Answer.  Some  in  the  lower  committee  rooms  in  the  new  Hall  of 
the  House. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  How  many  were  there  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  exactly  how  many  there  were ;  I  think 
some  seven  or  eight. 

Question.  What  amount  were  you  paid  for  them? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  exactly,  as  I  have  not  the  bill  with  me ;  bat  ^ 
think  the  whole  bill  amounted  to  something  like  $1,600. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Thomson  pay  you  for  them  ? 

Answer.  He  did  a  short  time  after  they  were  delivered,  perhaps  tv^^ 
or  three  weeks  after. 

Question.  Did  he  contract  with  you  and  asree  upon  the  charact-^^^ 
of  the  work  and  the  price,  before  you  delivered  them  ? 

Answer.  He  gave  me  an  order  to  prepare  them  as  low  as  I  coal^^» 
but  there  was  no  price  agreed  upon. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Can  you  tell  the  price  for  each  one  of  these  mirrors  ? 
Answer.  I  cannot,  but  I  think  the  whole  bill  was  some  11,600. 
Question.  Did  you  furnish  them  at  your  usual  prices  ? 
Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Was  there  any  understanding  between  you  that  MZ^* 
Thomson  should  receive  any  margin  or  benefit  from  the  contract? 
Answer.  Nothing  of  the  kind. 
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Qaestion.  Can  70a  produce  the  bill  at  oar  next  meeting  ?    If  so, 
on  will  please  do  so  ? 
Answer.  I  can  giye  you  a  copy  of  the  acoount  from  my  books. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Qaestion.  What  is  Mr.  Thomson's  occupation  ? 

Answer.  His  business  is  that  of  upholstering. 

Qaestion.  How  does  he  stand  here  in  respect  to  his  qualifications 
or  his  business  ? 

Answer.  His  standing  in  that  respect  is  very  ^ood. 

Question.  Are  you  and  Mr.  Thomson  mechanics  in  different  lines 
of  business  in  this  city  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Qaestion.  How  does  Mr.  Thomson  stand  among  those  who  know 
him,  as  a  correct  and  fair  business  man,  and  one  upright  and  honest 
in  his  dealings  ? 

Answer,  i  have  always  found  him  correct  in  all  the  business  I  have 
ever  had  with  him ;  and  we  have  had  dealings  together  for  several 
years. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Is  he  considered  a  skillful  man  in  his  line  of  business  ? 
Answer.  I  have  always  heard  him  spoken  of  as  being  so. 

FRANCIS  LAMB. 

March  1,  1858. 
EusHA  Whtitlrsey,  recalled. 

I  have  some  suggestions  to  make  to  the  committee  in  regard  to  my 
^timony  the  other  day,  as  it  was  written  out  by  the  reporter  : 

On  page  156  in  lines  3  and  4,  in  the  question  propounded  by  the 
^on,  Mr.  Bicaud,  I  respectfully  suggest  that  the  word  ^^  counter- 
signed" be  struck  out  and  that  the  word  '^certified  "  be  substituted, 
^Isothat  the  words  ''to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury"  be  added, 
^  that  the  question  would  then  read — 

^'Was  that  the  only  instance  when  the  requisition  of  the  clerk  was 
ot  certified  by  you  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ?" 

The  Comptroller  does  not  countersign  a  requisition. 

By  the  Chairman : 

As  Mr.  Bicaud  is  not  now  present,  it  would  be  well  not  to  make 
le  change  in  the  language  of  the  question.  Tour  statement  can  be 
icorporated  in  your  testimony  of  to-day. 

By  the  Witness : 

On  page  172,  the  Chairman,  as  it  appears,  propounded  to  me  the 
llowing  question : 

Question.  *'  Has  this  book  business  been  investigated  at  the  treasury 
t  reference  to  any  malpractice  or  misfeasance,  upon  the  part  of  Mr. 
Qllom?" 

The  question  was  not  so  understood  by  me.  My  understanding 
IS  that  the  Chairman  propounded  a  question  in  regard  to  the  book 
isioess  prior  to  the  act  of  March  3,  1857,  to  elicit  information  of  the 
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Dvestigations  at  the  treasury  in  reference  to  malpractice  or  miafeas- 
.nce,  if  any  had  existed  before  that  time,  either  in  Mr.  Callom,  or  in 
lis  predecessors  ;  and  therefore  my  answer  in  that  view  was — 

Answer.  ^' So  far  as  respects  myself,  as  an  officer,  it  was  a  thing 
lot  known  to  me,  that  there  was  any  malfeasance  of  duty  upon  the 
lart  of  Mr.  Cullom,  in  this  matter^  or  on  the  part  of  his  predeoessora. 

might  have  heard  of  it  in  a  casual  way,  but  I  did  not  so  far  confide 
n  it  as  to  thin^  it  necessary  to  make  an  inyestigation." 

The  next  sentence  of  the  answer  must  have  been  in  reply  to  a  qnee- 
ion  not  put  down,  or  elicited  by  some  conversation,  as  it  is  not  per- 
inent  to  the  question  as  I  understood  it.     That  sentence  is — 

^'  I  cannot  tell,  except  from  report,  what  investigations  have  been 
Qade  since  I  left  the  office." 

The  next  sentence,  which  closes  the  answer,  must  have  been  in 
eply  to  another  question.  It  is  as  follows:  ^^It  would  have  been 
he  duty  of  my  successor  in  the  Comptroller's  Office  to  have  made  the 
Qvestigation." 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  So  far  as  my  recollection  goes,  that  is  the  question  that  I  x  : 

sked,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  the  answer  is  an  appropriate  one.  At  r  r 

A\  events  it  gives  the  information  desired,  so  far  as  you  were  able  to  a^ 

five  it.  ^  L 

The  witness  resuming,  said  :  '^^^ 

I  have  also  addressed  a  communication  to  the  committee  as  follows:  i  i 

Washinoton,  February  26, 1868.  ^ 

Gentlemen  :  Being  asked  if  Congress  had  not  paid  the  employ^  the 
laims  I  rejected,  (page  160)  my  answer  was  in  the  affirmative.  And 
ks  an  act  of  justice  to  myself  and  to  the  Department  of  the  Treasury,  :^. 

he  indulgence  is  asked  to  explain,  because,  as  the  record  now  stands, 
he  inference  is  that  my  decisions  were  disapproved  by  Congress, 
irhereas  I  contend  they  were  not.     Those  interested,  or  some  of  them, 

admit,  together  with  some  members  of  the  House,  have  entertained        ^^ 
he  opinion  that  my  views  were  not  correct.     By  the  2d  section  of  tbe  -f 

ct  of  Congress  of  August  31, 1852,  vol.  10,  at  page  97,  it  is  provide^ 
^That  the  clerks,  messengers,  watchmen,  and  laborers  employed  ^        ^_ 
n  annual  salary,  or  in  temporary  positions,  in  the  executive  and  legi^'         ^ 
ative  departments  of  the  government,  in  the  city  of  Washingtc^^ 
^hose  annual  compensation  does  not  exceed  twelve  hundred  dollac"''^V 
hall,  in  addition  thereto,  be  allowed  an  increased  compensation         ^^ 
wenty  per  cent. ;  all  whose  compensation  shall  exceed  twelve  hundro^. 
loUars  and  shall  be  less  than  sixteen  hundred  dollars,  shall  recei'^^^V 
n  additional  compensation  of  ten  per  cent,  upon  the  amount  of  the^^^ 
ftlaries,"  &c.  i 

The  question  arose  as  to  the  restrictive  words,  *'  in  the  executive  aiC^ "''*,» 
Bgislative  departments  of  the  government  in  the  city  of  Washington, ^_i^ 
^hich  I  endeavored  to  answer  by  a  decision,  dated  October  — ,  185r  '^^  I 
nd  I  respectfully  submit  that  a  copy  of  it  is  .necessary  to  a  oorrer^^^^ 
inderstanding  of  what  it  contains.     As  a  matter  of  justice,  I  had  r^^^ 
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oiibt,  at  the  time,  that  other  persons  were  equally  entitled  to  the  twenty 
er  cent,  on  the  compensation  they  were  receiving ;  but  not  having 
quity  jurisdiction  in  the  matter,  my  opinion  was^  that  I  was  not  au- 
borised  to  allow  claims  of  certain  applicants  mentioned  in  the  decision. 

The  2d  section  of  the  act  of  April  22,  1854,  vol.  10,  page  276,  en- 
rtrges  the  list,  specifically,  of  those  who  were  to  receive  twenty  per 
ent.,  and  closes  with  the  following  words :  *'  and  that  the  provisions 
if  the  2d  section  of  the  act  of  August  31^  1852,  making  appro- 
priations for  the  civil  and  diplomatic  expenses  of  the  government  for 
he  year  ending  the  30th  of  June,  1853,  &c.  be,  and  is  hereby  ex- 
:ended  to  such  persons  herein  enumerated,  who  were  in  employment 
luring  the  fiscal  year,  and  were  excluded  from  the  benefit  of  said  act 
by  the  decision  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury." 

At  the  time,  I  deemed  that  the  clause  I  have  copied  was,  in  the 
opinion  of  Congress,  necessary  to  correct  imperfect  legislation. 

President  Fillmore  sent  for  a  copy  of  said  decision,  and  having  read 
it,  was  satisfied  of  its  correctness  as  to  those  excluded  by  it,  at  the 
President's  house,  as  I  understood  from  him. 

Having  declined  to  participate,  as  Comptroller,  in  advancing  money 
in  185f),  in  violation  of  the  construction  put  upon  the  joint  resolution 
of  July  20,  1854,  Congress  by  an  act,  approved  on  the  3d  of  March, 
1857,  section  2,  directed  that  extra  compensation,  given  by  each  of 
the  two  houses,  in  the  year  1856,  to  its  officers  and  employes,  be  paid  ; 
Wt  stated  expressly  that  the  direction  should  not  be  so  construed  as  to 
''ep«il  the  joint  resolution  of  the  20th  of  July,  1854.  From  that  res- 
plntioD,  the  inference  is,  in  my  opinion,  that  the  decision  made  by  me 
la  correct.  Pamphlet  laws,  3d  session  of  the  34th  Congress,  pages 
242  and  243. 

Most  sincerely, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

Hon.  Horace  Matnard, 

Chairmanj  and  others  of  GommiUee. 

By  Mr.  Cullom  : 

I  understood  you  to  say  the  other  day,  in  answer  to  a  question  asked 
'ou,  that  you  had  never  heard  the  report  that  former  clerks  were  in 
he  habit  of  purchasing  books  from  members.  I  would  ask  the  Clerk  to 
ead  that  portion  of  the  testimony  ? 

[The  testimony  was  read  as  follows': 

Question.  Had  there  been,  previous  to  General  Cullora's  time,  any 
Enputation  or  suspicion  of  improper  practices  in  regard  to  these  book 
ransactions  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  heard  of  any  thing 
f  the  mode  of  transaction  that  was  afterwards  said  to  exist,  until 
fter  Mr.  Cullom  came  here.  In  my  letter  I  refer  to  former  tran- 
ictiouB.  These  suspicions  and  rumors  may  have  extended  back, 
nt  I  was  not  informed  of  them  at  the  time.  I  did  say  that  represen- 
itions  had  been  made  to  me  that  such  and  such  had  been  the  practice. 
lut  I  wish  the  committee  to  understand  me  as  saying  that  '  ^*d  ^o 
ispicion  or  knowledge  formerly  that  these  practices  existed.  The 
•ports  may  have  extended  back  beyond  Mr.  Cullom' s  time,  but  tbey 
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did  not  come  to  my  knowledge  until  after  this  controversy  took  place, 
or  about  the  time  it  took  place.] 

Question.  I  wish  to  ask  you  now  if  you  did  not,  in  your  letter  of  March 
21, 1857,  which  you  left  on  file  in  the  department,  in  answer  to  my  first 
requisition  under  the  book  resolution,  distinctly  state,  and  reiterate 
more  than  once,  that  these  reports  were  rife  that  heretofore  such  had 
been  the  practice  ? 

Answer.  The  letter  is  on  file,  and  is  an  answer  to  the  question.  It 
is  not  at  all  at  variance,  as  I  understand  it,  with  what  I  have  stated 
in  my  testimony. 

Question.  I  will  read  from  your  letter  the  passage  to  which  I  refer. 
It  is  as  follows : 

^'  To  place  the  books  so  purchased  in  a  public  library,  in  the  district 
of  the  member  or  delegate,  to  be  designated  by  him,  so  that  the  peo- 
ple so  represented  should  have  the  l^nefit  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
money,  and  not  the  representative  or  delegate  to  the  exclusion  of  his 
constituents.  An  abuse  had  existed  which  Congress  determined  to 
correct." 

Now  you  aver,  as  I  understand  it,  that  Congress  determined  to  cor- 
rect this  abuse  by  means  of  this  very  legislative  act  which  you  were 
then  construing.  Why  is  it  that  you  are  enabled  to  state  in  your  tes- 
timony, in  reference  to  this  matter,  that  you  had  never  heard  this  re- 
port until  the  coming  of  my  administration  ? 

Witness.  If  I  am  to  be  catechised  by  Mr.  CuUom,  I  want  to  know 
how  far  this  catechism  is  to  extend. 

Mr.  Cullom.  I  hope  you  will  have  no  feeling  in  regard  to  this 
matter. 

Witness.  I  have  no  feeling  at  all.  I  only  have  a  proper  regard  for 
my  own  dignity  and  respect.  I  am  willing  to  answer  all  questions 
that  are  pertinent. 

Mr.  Cullom.  I  have  no  desire  to  ask  any  question  that  is  not  proper. 

Witness.  I  will  answer  in  this  way.     When  this  requisition  was 
presented,  the  matter  was  then  investigated,  and  I  then  did  learn  that 
this  practice  had  existed  before ;  that  there  had  been  an  abuse,  and 
this  act  of  the  3d  March,  1867*,  I  believe  it  was  that  portion  of  the  act> 
in  regard  to  the  books,  was  intended,  as  I  supposed,  to  correct  an  abus^ 
which  Congress  had  known  before,  but  which  did  not  come  to  m^ 
knowledge  until  the  time  this  requisition  was  presented  to  me.     Tha.^ 
is  what  I  intended  to  say,  and  that  is  what  I  suppose  the  letter  woulc^ 
indicate,  that  this  abuse  had  existed ;  that  I  supposed  Congress  in- 
tended to  correct  this  abuse,  but  that  I  did  not  know  of  its  existenc^^ 
at  the  time  the  accounts  of  the  former  clerks  were  being  settled  ;  thaf"^ 
it  never  had  entered  into  my  mind  that  there  was  any  thing  of  th^ 
kind ;  that  there  was  any  such  combination  between  the  Clerk  an(^^ 
members  of  Congress. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

I  would  suggest  that  all  such  questions  as  Mr.  Cullom  proposes  i-^^ 
have  answered  by  witness  should  be  put  by  the  Chairman. 
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By  Mr.  Cullom : 

I  have  no  objection  to  that,  and  I  will  say  here  that  I  desire  to  have 
mother  question  pnt  to  the  witness  in  regard  to  another  portion  of  his 
tter,  in  reference  to  this  same  subject.     The  letter  reads  : 

**It  is  averred  by  gentlemen  of  high  responsibility,  and  I  believe  it 
'  be  true,  that  heretofore  it  has,  to  some  considerable  extent,  been 
le  practice  lor  the  Clerk  to  purchase  the  rights  of  members  who  have 
!en  entitled  to  books,  and  not  to  purchase  books  as  contemplated  ; 
le  prices  of  the  publishers  being  ascertained,  the  Clerk  has  given  the 
embers  a  part  of  that  price;  that  they  have  given  receipts  for  books, 
hich  has  enabled  the  Clerk  to  charge  the  United  States  the  full  value 

the  books  to  be  so  distributed,  and  the  money  has  been  divided 
^tween  the  Clerk  and  the  members  so  combining  with  the  Clerk,  in 
ich  proportions  as  they  have  agreed  upon.  In  this  way  the  pub- 
ihers  have  been  defrauded  ;  as  their  books,  published  at  heavy  ex- 
inses,  have  remained  on  hand  ;  the  treasury  has  been  defrauded  of 
e  amount  retained  by  the  Clerk,  and  the  people  have  been  defrauded 
'^withholding  the  information  the  books  weredesigned  to  disseminate." 
I  want  the  witness  to  state  how  he  reconciles  his  testimony  with  this 
atement  in  his  letter. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  You  have  heard  the  portion  of  your  letter  that  has  been 
ad.  The  question  I  am  requested  to  propound  to  you  is  this :  Is 
ere  any  inconsistency  between  this  portion  of  your  letter  and  the 
Uement  you  made  in  your  testimony  the  other  day ;  and  if  so,  how 
»  yoa  reconcile  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  consider  myself  that  there  is  any  inconsistency  at 
L  The  question,  as  I  understood  it,  had  reference  to  what  had  been 
e  practice,  and  the  impression  seemed  to  be  that  I  had  here  taken 
K3n  myself  to  decide  differently  in  Mr.  Cullom's  case  than  I  had 
fore  decided.  What  I  intended  to  say  was,  that  those  practices, 
xich  it  was  now  reported  had  existed  before  this  time,  were  not 
kowQ  to  me  then,  but  they  came  to  my  knowledge  during  the  in- 
stigation upon  the  requisition,  which  was  after  the  passage  of  the 
t  of  March  3,  1867.  I  undertook,  in  my  testimony,  to  explain  the 
aimer  in  which  these  accounts  had  been  presented,  as  there  had 
en  no  aocounts  at  all  in  which  these  practices  could  have  come 
tny  knowledge.  The  member  gives  a  receipt  for  so  many  books, 
^ignating  the  books,  the  publishing  prices  for  which  are  established 
d  known.  When  the  aocounts  containing  these  receipts  are  pro- 
ofed, there  is  the  evidence  that  so  many  books  had  been  delivered, 
d  it  was  supposed  that  the  Clerk  had  paid  out  the  whole  amount 

purchasing  these  books  that  were  received  by  the  members.  I, 
^refore,  had  not  the  opportunity  or  the  means  of  knowing  that  there 
^  any  fraud  in  the  matter ;  but  that  came  to  my  knowledge  after  the 
%Mge  of  the  act  of  March  3,  1867. 

Question.  After  the  fact  that  such  practice  had  prevailed  came  to 
^  knowledgCi  were  any  of  the  accounts  of  former  clerks  reopened 

the  treasury,  or  any  efforts  made  to  investigate  such  supposed 
^d? 
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Answer.  They  could  not  be  reopened  by  any  process  that  I  know 
of.  They  could  no  jfiote  be  reopened  than  the  judgment  of  a  court 
could  be  reopened. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

I  desire  to  have  the  witness  answer  another  question.  He  stated 
in  his  testimony  that  the  requisition  for  |50,000  was  evidently  a 
fraudulent  one.  Subsequently  a  requisition  was  shown  for  $20,000, 
and  another  for  $6,000,  both  of  which  were  refused.  Were  they 
refused  on  the  ground  that  they  were  fraudulent ;  and  if  so,  did  they 
contain  any  evidence  of  fraud  in  and  of  themselves  ?  I  would  like  to 
have  the  Chairman  propound  that  question  to  the  witness. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  have  heard  the  question  which  I  have  been  reqaested 
to  ask  you  ;  you  will  please  answer  it  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  admit  that  I  testified  the  other  day  that  the 
requisition  for  $50,000  appeared  on  its  face  to  be  fraudulent.  Ifl 
testified  to  anything  of  that  kind  I  desire  to  have  it  explained. 

Question.  I  am  also  asked  to  propound  to  you  the  following  ques- 
tion: When  the  requisition  for  $10,000  was  sent  to  the  trieasury  by 
Mr.  Cullom,  did  you  send  him  a  warrant  for  $23,000  without  any 
further  requisition  ? 

Answer.  The  papers  which  have  been  sent  from  the  Treasury  De- 
partment upon  the  call  of  this  committee  contain  the  history  of  the 
transaction  in  relation  to  the  requisition  for  $10,000.  A  resolution 
had  been  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives  giving  to  certain 
employes  a  certain  extra  compensation.  The  language  of  that  reso- 
lution, it  was  claimed,  as  I  understood,  embraced  the  officers  of  the 
House.  They  had  received  compensation  under  the  resolution  of  20th 
of  July,  1854.  Mr.  Cullom  sent  down  a  requisition  for  $10,000.  My 
belief  was  that  when  he  got  that  $10,000,  instead  of  paying  it  over 
to  the  persons  authorized  to  receive  it^  as  I  construed  the  law,  he 
would  make  use  of  it  for  himself  and  the  officers  of  the  House  who 
were  excluded  by  the  resolution  of  July  20,  1854.  I  declined  to 
to  make  the  advance  for  that  purpose.  The  papers  will  show  the 
whole  transaction.  There  were  a  set  of  boys,  pages,  and  laborers, 
and  individuals  who  were  entitled  to  this  compensation  under  the 
resolution.  I  did  not  consider  that  Mr.  Cullom  had  made  any  requi- 
sition for  their  pay.  The  mothers  and  fathers  were  coming  to  the 
office  and  pleading  in  behalf  of  these  employes.  I  had  a  conversa- 
tion, and  I  think  the  papers  here  will  show  that  I  had  some  corres- 
pondence, with  Mr.  Guthrie  upon  that  subject,  and  my  advice  was  to 
advance  the  money  to  the  amount  that  was  necessary  to  pay  these 
persons  according  to  the  usual  extra  compensation,  as  tf  ey  were 
entitled  to  it,  not  having  been  benefitted  by  the  resolution  of  July  i^y 
1854.  I  admitted  that,  so  far  as  respects  either  House,  they  hsd  «n 
undoubted  right  over  their  contingent  fund,  when  it  was  not  against 
law.  But  the  resolution  of  1854  said  expressly  that  whoever  ^^ 
benefitted  by  that  resolution  adding  twenty  per  cent,  to  their  com- 
pensation should  not  afterwards  be  entitled  to  the  usual  extra  com- 
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ensation.  Bat  that  did  not  include  all  of  these  laborers,  pages,  and 
thers  who  were  here  in  the  House  who  had  not  received  the  benefit 
f  the  resolution  of  July  20,  1854:  But  there  was  another  resolution 
assed  afterwards  that  included  them,  and  they  were  therefore  paid, 
[y  opinion  was  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  the  power  to 
ie  that  these  persons  were  paid,  notwithstanding  Mr.  Cullom  did  not 
lake  a  requisition  for  it.  1  am  not  certain  but  what  there  was  a 
fquisition  ;  my  mind  upon  that  point  is  not  entirely  distinct.  You 
'ill  find  upon  the  margm  of  one  of  the  papers  here  that  I  mentioned 
bat  that  requisition  had  not  been  found.  But  I  think  it  will  be 
>und  from  the  correspondence  that  the  weight  of  the  testimony  goes 
3  show  that  there  was  not  a  requisition  for  the  $23,000.  I  was  ex- 
eedingly  solicitous  that  these  persons  should  be  paid.  I  wanted  to 
ave  every  one  paid  who  was  entitled  to  be  paid  ;  but  I  did  not  want 
ny  one  paid  who  was  not  entitled  to  be  paid.  There  was  some  cor- 
sspondence  between  the  Comptroller's  office  and  the  Clerk's  office,  in 
rder  to  decide  upon  those  who  were  entitled  to  pay.  I  sent  a  list  of 
ames  to  the  Clerk's  office,  and  a  draft  was  drawn  for  $23,900  and 
ome  odd,  I  think  ;  and,  in  a  letter  written  to  the  Clerk,  it  was 
irected  that  they  should  pay  none  other  than  those  upon  that  list. 
*he  list  was  made  out,  and  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  each  one  was 
Qt  down  upon  the  list.  That  is  the  rbason  that  I  did  not  approve 
tie  first  requisition  for  $10,000.  My  belief  was  that  the  Clerk  in- 
^ded  to  pay  from  that  amount  himself  and  other  officers  of  the 
[«>use,  whom  I  did  not  consider  to  be  entitled  to  pay.  I  thought 
:iat  if  he  had  intended  to  pay  the  laborers  and  employes  who  had 
ot  received  the  benefit  of  the  resolution  of  July  20,  1854,  he  would 
^?e  drawn  his  requisition  for  more  than  $10,000,  for  that  amount 
ould  not  have  paid  them.  When  I  ascertained  the  amount  that 
ould  pay  those  persons  who  had  not  received  the  benefit  of  the  reso- 
fttion  of  July  20^  1854,  I  was  anxious  that  they  should  be  paid,  and 
ley  were  paid.     The  correspondence  and  the  list  will  show  that. 

Question.  Was  that  requisition  for  $10,000  a  general  one  or  a 
>ecific  one  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.  I  think  it  was  a  general  requisition. 
liat  requisition  is,  I  presume,  among  these  papers  here,  unless  it 
^  returned  to  Mr.  Cullom.  If  he  presented  a  requisition  and  then 
ithdrew  it,  I  would  suggest  that  it  would  perhaps  be  better  to  have 

laid  before  the  committee. 

Question.  What  was  the  reason  that  you  did  not  honor  the  requi- 
Uon  for  $10,000,  but  did  transmit  a  draft  for  $23,000  without  a 
^uisition  ;  was  it  because  you  supposed  that  the  Clerk  was  guilty 
an  intentional  dereliction  of  duty,  intended  to  commit  a  fraud 
EH>n  the  treasury,  and  if  he  got  this  $10,000,  his  object  was  to  mis- 
^propriate  it. 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  that  inference  can  be  drawn  from  my  testi- 
ODy  ;  I  stated  the  fact,  so  fisir  as  respects  Mr.  Cullom,  he  might  have 
^^t^posed  that  he  was  entitled  to  that  compensation  ;  he  therefore 
ight  not  have  intended  to  have  committed  a  fraud  ;  but  I  supposed 
yseli  that  there  would  be  a  fraud  ;  whatever  his  intentions  might 
^ve  been,  whether  good  or  bad,  I  believed  he  was  not  included  in 
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that  resolution  ;  I  merely  state  the  fact,  and  do  not  wish  to  be  ander- 
stood  that  I  inferred  he  intended  to  commit  what  he  knew  would  be  a 
fraud. 

By  Mr.  CuUom: 

In  reference  to  that  requisition,  I  want  the  witness  to  endeavor  to 
refresh  his  recollection,  and  state  if  he  did  not  correspond  with  my 
chief  clerk,  and  state  that  he  had  lost  the  original  requisition,  and 
ask  that  a  copy  be  sent  to  him. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  have  heard  the  question  ;  you  will  please  answer  it 
as  if  I  had  asked  it  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  say  that  I  hctd  lost  the  requisition  ;  I  might  haye 
said  that  it  had  been  mislaid ;  but  I  do  not  admit  that  I  ever  lost 
papers  ;  but  the  correspondence  will  include  the  whole  transaction. 

Question.  Could  Mr.  CuUom  draw  more  than,  with  what  he  had  on 
hand,  would  make  an  amount  of  $20,000,  the  amount  of  his  bond?  I 
speak  in  regard  to  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House,  to  be  applied  to 
any  specific  purpose  ;  could  Mr.  CuUom  be  allowed  to  have  on  hand 
more  than  |20,000,  the  amount  of  his  bond  ? 

Answer.  I  should  say  he  could  not,  if  the  advance  imposed  a  liability 
upon  his  bondsmen. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  at  the  time  he  drew  this  requisition 
for  $10,000,  he  had  or  had  not  in  his  possession  the  further  sum  of 
$10,000  ? 

Answer.  I  know  this  fact,  that  his  requisition  was  not  rejected  be- 
cause it  was  supposed  his  bond  did  not  cover  it. 

Question.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  my  question  ;  the  question  is, 
whether  it  was  not  a  ftu^t  that  he  had  $10,000  on  hand,  and  therefore 
that  might  have  been  the  reason  that  he  did  not  draw  his  requisition 
lor  more  than  $10,000  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  how  that  was  ;  but  I  can  say  this,  that  be 
assigned  no  such  reason  during  the  whole  of  that  transaction. 

Question.  The  requisition  being  a  general  one  in  its  character, 
would  Mr.  Cullom  have  the  right  to  apply  the  amount  called  for  to 
the  general  purpose  of  paying  those  entitled  to  receive  pay  ?  or  would 
he  be  further  obliged  to  specify  those  to  whom  the  money  was  to  be 
paid? 

Answer.  I  suppose  that  the  proper  course  of  proceeding  would  have 
been  to  designate  the  particular  object  of  the  requisition.  The  reso- 
lution refers  to  an  appropriation  made  under  a  particular  law,  and 
then  Mr.  Cullom  might  have  applied  it  for  the  purpose  of  paying  theuc 
employes  ;  but  I  would  say  that  so  far  as  regards  this  whole  matter, 
this  correspondence  will  show  the  whole  of  it,  everything  that  took 
place  in  relation  to  it ;  that  requisition  for  $10,000  was  supposed  to 
apply  to  the  payment  of  the  officers  of  the  House. 

Question.  Supposed  by  whom  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  by  Mr.  Cullom,  and  the  department ;  by 
every  one  who  had  anything  to  do  with  it ;  the  only  issue  that  was 
made  up  was,  is  he  entitled  as  an  officer  of  the  House,  and  are  others 
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ioers  of  tlie  House  entitled  to  this  twenty  per  cent,  upon  their 

ensation  from  this  requisition  of  $10,000  ;  that  was  the  only  issue 

there  was. 

estion.  Did  not  that  general  question  involve  a  great  dealof  oon- 

rsy  between  you  and  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  and  afterwards  be- 

1  you  and  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  of  the  House  of 

esentatives  ? 

iswer.  These  papers  will  show  all  the  correspondence  that  took 

lestion.  Are  not  requisitions  always  of  a  general  character,  re- 
ig  to  the  law  under  which  they  i^re  made  r   And  is  the  specific 

0  be  made  of  the  money  ever  put  in  the  requisition  ? 

sswer.  I  cannot  say  but  that  there  may  be  cases  of  that  kind  ;  I 
Id  think  that  under  a  general  resolution  of  this  kind  Mr.  Cullom 
it  to  have  specified  whether  it  was  for  this  set  of  officers  or  that 
f  officers. 

lestion.  Are  requisitions  ever  drawn  upon  the  treasury  by  the 
k,  say  for  so  much  money,  under  such  a  law,  to  pay  A,  so  much  ; 
>  much,  &c?  Or,  are  they  drawn  in  sdido^  for  such  an  amount, 
3r  such  a  resolution  or  such  a  law,  and  then  the  specification  of 
use  made  of  the  money  is  set  forth  by  the  Clerk  in  his  accounts  ? 
nswer.  If  the  law  directs  Mr.  Cullom,  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
resentatives  to  pay  A,  so  much  ;  B,  so  much  ;  C,  so  much,  &c., 

1  the  requisition  should  be  as  specific  as  the  law  ;  if  the  law  was  to 
the  employes  of  the  House  so  much,  then  the  requisition  would  be 
eneral  as  the  law  itself. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

he  witness  stated,  in  a  letter  in  reference  to  my  requisition  for 
,000,  that  I  had  made  a  requisition  to  pay  the  second  and  not  the 
;  class.  I  would  like  to  have  the  witness  state  upon  what  evidence, 
(tber  of  record  or  parol,  he  predicated  that  statement  in  his  letter. 

By  the  Chairman : 
toestion.  You  will  answer  the  question  as  to  that  fact. 
Lnswer.  That  was  the  understanding  in  all  of  our  correspondence 
eference  to  that  transaction.  In  regard  to  the  language  of  that 
oisition,  if  Mr.  Cullom  has  it  in  his  possession,  I  wish  he  would 
it  before  the  committee.  It  was  the  understanding  at  the  office 
t  the  requisition  for  the  $10,000  was  to  pay  officers  of  the  House, 
3m  the  department  supposed  were  excluded  under  the  resolution  of 
y  20, 1864. 

A  copy  of  the  requisition  marked  "  B  No.  12,"  and  sent  from  the 
iasury  Department  among  the  papers  called  for  by  the  committee, 
I  then  read  as  follows  :] 

Opfice  of  Clerk  of  ths  Housb  of  Bepresentativbs  U.  S., 

Atiguat  29,  1856. 

•IK :  Please  cause  a  treasury  warrant  to  be  issued  in  favor  of  Wm. 
lom.  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  of  the  United  States, 
$10,000,  to  be  charged  to  the  following  appropriations  in  an  act 
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making  appropriations  for  certain  ciyii  expemes  of  the  government 
for  the  year  ending  the  30th  of  Jane,  1867,  viz: 

''To  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representativee  to  pay  the 
additional  oompensation  to  its  employes  and  others  authorized  by  the 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  August  15,  1856." 
Respectfully, 

WM.  CULLOM, 
Glerk  c/  House  of  BepreaefUcUivea  U.  8. 
Hon.  Jambs  Guthrib, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  U.  S.] 

Witness  (resuming)  said :  This  paper  seems  to  be  general.  It  does 
not  designate  that  it  was  to  pay  the  officers  of  the  House,  but  that 
was  the  understanding,  and  there  was  no  issue  made  upon  any  other 
point. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Is  this  requisition  drawn  in  the  usual  form? 

Answer.  Under  a  general  provision  of  that  kind,  that  I  think  is 
the  form.  Bequisitions  vary  according  to  the  terms  of  the  law.  They 
are  intended  to  be  applicable  to  the  language  of  the  law  itself 

Question.  Is  not  the  language  of  the  law  copied  in  this  requisition? 

Answer.  I  should  think  so.  The  law  itself,  however,  will  deter- 
mine that  point. 

Question.  Was  there  any  letter  from  Mr.  CuUom  stating  to  what 
particular  use  he  intended  to  apply  the  $10,000  asked  for,  or  did  be 
ever  make  any  actual  statement  to  you  in  regard  to  it  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  there  was  no  letter  to  that  effect.  These 
papers,  however,  will  show  whether  there  was  or  not.  I  never  had 
any  conversation  with  Mr.  Cullom  upon  the  subject.  I  will  say  now, 
as  I  have  said  before,  that  the  understanding,  as  I  supposed  on  all 
sides,  was  that  this  $10,000  was  to  be  drawn  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
the  officers  of  the  House  who  had  been  benefitted  by  the  resolution  of 
July  20, 1854.  There  was  no  issue  between  the  office  and  Mr.  Caliom 
upon  any  other  question  than  that.  The  understanding,  according  to 
my  recollection,  was  that  it  was  not  to  pay  the  others,  but  only  the 
officers  of  the  House. 

[Mr.  Cullom  asked  te  have  the  following  letter  read :] 

Treasury  Dbpartmbnt, 

Comptroller's  Office^  April  1,  1857. 

Sir  :  The  following  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  House  of  Bepre- 
sentatives : 

''  In  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  March  2,  1857  : 

'^  Resolved y  That  there  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House,  a  like  amount  of  additional  compensation  to  the  same  officers, 
clerks,  messengers,  and  other  employes  of  the  House  and  others,  as 
was  directed  to  be  paid  at  the  first  session  of  the  present  Congress  by 
the  resolution  of  the  House  of  August  15,  1856." 

The  Hon.  William  Cullom^  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representative, 
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ie  a  requisition  upon  the  department  for  money  to  pay  those 
^reto  by  virtae  of  the  said  resolntion. 
ing,  Doorkeeper  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  has  given 
;ates,  and  the  like  number  of  lists  of  names,  stating  that 
persons  were  employed  during  the  3d  session  of  the  34th 
I  the  capacities  he  designates,  and  that  they  are  entitled  to 
of  said  resolution : 

contains  the  names  of  14  pages 14 

contains  the  names  of  13  fblaers 13 

contains  the  names  of  22  private  folders 22 

contains  the  names  of  3  laborers 3 

ole  number 52 

isses  of  employes  were  paid  the  usual  extra  compensation, 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  August  15, 
[  see  no  objection  to  paying  them  under  the  resolution  of 
857. 

I.  Evans  and  Mr.  John  F.  Sharretts,  in  their  letter  addressed 
he  28th  ultimo,  which  was  referred  to  this  office,  say  : 
e  informed  that  not  one  of  the  persons  named  in  the  accom- 
)t«  has  received  a  cent  for  their  services  since  the  first  of 
et ;  and  that,  notwithstanding  the  earnest  and  frequent 
relief  which  have  been  made  to  General  William  Cullom, 
e  House,  and  the  distress  and  suffering  resulting  from  his 
o  so,  he  has  failed,  up  to  the  present  time,  to  make  a  requi- 
i  the  treasury  for  the  money  to  pay,  either  the  per  diem 
nee  the  first  of  January,  or  the  extra  compensation  autho- 
e  enclosed  resolution,  to  the  persons  named  in  the  rolls 
ibmitted  ;  and  we  have  good  reason  for  believing  that  such 
will  not  be  made  by  General  Cullom,  until  required  by  you 

I4th  day  of  January,  1857,  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the 
lepresentatives,  made  a  requisition  on  the  Secretary  of  the 
:*ontaining  the  following  clause : 

[)ensation  of  officers,  clerks,  messengers,  and 
!ceiving  an  annual  salary  in  the  House  of  Rep- 

ves |6,638  90 

lisition  for  February,  for  extra  purposes,  was...       6,585  70 

lisition  for  March  was 6,747  92 

unts  not  having  reached  this  office,  I  cannot  say   whether 
persons  named  in  the  four  lists  certified  by  Mr.    Darling 
led  in  the  requisition  mentioned,  but  I  suppose  not. 
fquisition  for  February  last  is  this  clause  : 

»  and  mail  boys $1,665 

iS  and  mail  boys,  for  March  : 1,600 

er  of  Mr.  Evans  and  Mr.  Sharretts,  and  the  lists  referred 
are  returned  herewith. 
-espectfuUy  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 
»WBLL  Cobb, 
^etary  of  the  Ireasury. 
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TrBASURT  DsPABTIfBNT, 

Comptroller' 8  Office,  AprU  3,  1857. 
I  certify  the  above  and  foregoing  is  a  correct  copy  of  my  letter  to 
Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 

ELI8HA  WHITTLESEY. 

By  Mr.  GuUom : 

I  have  asked  to  have  this  letter  read  because  Mr.  Whittlesey,  while 
complaining  at  one  time  of  my  overdrawing  my  accounts,  here  com- 
plains of  my  not  drawing  enough.  I  wish  him  to  state  if  he  wrote 
this  letter,  and  the  circumstances  connected  with  it. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  write  this  letter? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Was  there  any  appropriation  to  carry  out  that  resolution, 
and  did  not  the  President  refuse  to  sign  the  bill  making  the  appro- 
priation ?  In  other  words,  was  not  Mr.  Cullom  complained  of  for  not 
drawing  a  requisition  for  money,  when  there  was  no  money  appro- 
priated for  that  purpose  ? 

Answer.  So  far  as  respects  that,  I  am  not  enabled  to  give  an  answer. 
I  can  say  this  in  explanation  of  that  letter,  that  I  supposed  there  was 
an  appropriation.  I  knew  nothing  to  the  contrary  at  that  time.  In 
regard  to  the  requisitions  for  some  six  thousand  dollars,  you  will  see 
that  there  are  two  views  in  that  letter.  One  is  in  regard  to  •  the  com- 
pensation, which  I  supposed  came  in  under  the  general  appropriation 
act.  Those  persons  had  complained,  as  represented  to  me^  that  they 
had  not  received  their  pay.  I  set  forth  in  that  letter  that  there  had 
been  requisitions  drawn  by  Mr.  Cullom  for  over  |6,000  for  each  of  the 
months  therein  specified,  viz  :  January,  February,  and  March.  That 
had  reference  to  an  appropriation  that  is  made  by  Congress  to  pay 
those  persons  their  compensation,  whether  they  were  salaried  officers 
or  otherwise.  In  regard  to  those  persons  who  were  designated  as 
employes  I  am  not  able  now,  without  an  investigation  of  the  facts,  to 
state  what  those  facts  were.  I  supposed  there  was  an  appropriation  to 
pay  those  persons  who  were  entitled  to  pay,  and  had  not  been  exdaded 
oy  any  previous  law. 

Question.  You  were  under  that  impression  when  you  wrote  that 
letter  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  That  was  the  reason  that  you  complained  that  Mr.  Cullom 
did  not  draw  a  requisition  for  money  appropriated  ? 

Answer.  You  say  that  I  complained.  I  presented  the  complaint  of 
other  persons  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ;  I  made  no  original 
complaint  myself. 

Question.  You  proceed  in  your  letter  to  give  the  resolution,  and 
say  that  you  **see  no  objection  to  paying  them  under  the  resolution  of 
March  2, 1857."    You  then  proceed  to  quote  from  the  letter  of  Messrs 
Evans  &  Sharretts;  you  say  there  was  such  a  resolution,  and  state  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Cullom  had  neglected  to  make  a  requisition  to  pay  those 
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rsons.     When  that  question  was  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  the 

easury,  how  did  he  decide  it,  that  you  were  right,  or  that  Mr.  Cal- 

B  was  right  ? 

Answer.  Secretary  Gobh,  as  I  understood — I  believe  he  sent  a  letter 

the  office— thought  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  make  an  advance  of 

e  money,  withont  Mr.  CuUom's  requisition. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  how  the  fact  was ;   whether  there  was 

y  such  law^  or  whether  the  law  failed  to  receive  the  signature  of  the 

arident? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  say.     You  will  find  all  this  in  the  corres- 

ndence  with  the  treasury. 

By  Mr.  CuHom : 

Mr.  Whittlesey  says  in  this  letter  that  the  laborers  in  the  folding 
om,  &c.,  had  been  complaining  that  they  had  not  received  their 
lary.     I  wish  to  ask  him  if  he  does  not  know  the  fact  that  the 

Sropriation  for,  the  folding  department  had  long  before  been 
austed,  and  that  there  was  not  a  dollar  on  hand  to  meet  that  de- 
|nd,  and  that  this  was  the  case  all  that  winter,  and  until  another 
ipropriation  was  made?  I  would  ask  him  if  the  books  in  his  office, 
the  time  that  this  requisition  of  $10,000  was  before  him,  did  not 
ow  the  fact  that  the  previous  appropriation  for  the  folding  room  had 
BB  been  exhausted? 
By  the  Chairman : 

tion.  Without  repeating  the  question,  as  Mr.  Callom  has  stated 
Du  Will  please  answer  it  ? 
iswer.  I  do  not  recollect  anything  of  the  kind. 

stion.  If  the  appropriation  had  been  exhausted  could  Mr.  Cullom 
(those  persons  ? 

'   iwer.  He  could  not  pay  them  if  the  fund  was  exhausted, 
ibsequently  the  witness  made  the  following  explanations  of  some 

previously  given  : 
I  page  167  of  my  testimony,  as  written,  the  following  question 
^pounded  to  me  by  Mr.  Bicaud  :  ' 

Btion.  Did  not  the  House  pass  previously  such  a  resolution  in 
under  which  books  were  presented  to  those  members  who  had 
eived  them  ? 
?  Answer.  If  they  did,  was  not  there  an  appropriation  ? 
-Mr.  Bicaud.  No,  sir;  and  there  was  no  action  of  the  Senate  upon 
i  resolution. 
^Witness.  Then,  if  such  a  transaction  took  place  it  escaped  my 

ITing  since  made  an  examination,  I  present  the  following  as  the 

Jt»  tub: 

Insaolntion  was  approved  on  the  23d  of  February,  1854,  of  the 
ring  tenor : 
resolution  for  supplying  new  members  of  the  Senate  and  House 
resentatives  witn  such  books  of  a  public  character  as.^have  been. 
fore  supplied. 

ved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepresentativ^^qf  ihccUnUed 
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hundred  and  fifty-five,  and  for  other  purposes." — (Vol.  10,  p. 
At  page  566  is  the  following  appropriation  : 
Miscellaneous.  For  books  voted  to  the  members  of  the  33d  Co 
by  joint  resolution  of  twenty-fourth  February,  eighteen  hundre 
fifty-four,  and  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  twentieth 
eighteen  hundred  and  fifty-four,  one  hundred  and  ninety-nine 
sand  five  hundred  and  ten  dollars  and  eighty-seven  cents." 

The  date  of  the  joint  resolution  is  misquote  in  the  appropi 
clause  copied  above,  having  substituted  the  24th  for  the  23d  in 
ring  to  the  date  of  the  joint  resolution. 

The  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  that  is  referrec 
said  appropriating  clause  is  as  follows : 

^^Readvedy  That  in  adopting  the  joint  resolution  from  the  Senai 

thorizing  the  distribution  of  books  among  the  new  members  oft 

Houses  of  Congress,  the  House  of  Representatives  intended  thai 

the  publisher  of  any  such  books  is  unable  to  supply  them  the  CI 

the  House  shall  be  at  liberty  to  purchase  them  of  any  other  f 

and  that  when  such  books  as  have  been  distributed  to  membc 

not  to  be  readily  obtained,  other  books  of  a  similar  character  i 

I  \  supplied  to  them  :  Provided^  That  no  more  shall  be  paid  therefc 

I   I  has  been  paid  for  books  for  which  those  shall  be  substituted:  Pr 

\  i^\  also.  That  the  new  edition  of  the  Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  G 

^  I  of  the  United  States,  contained  in  four  volumes  and  having  an 

»  '  be  substituted  for  the  imperfect  edition  heretofore  distributed,  pi 

•  ;  the  cost  thereof  shall  not  exceed  fifteen  dollars:  And  provided  J 

That  all  members  who  have  not  received  the  books  contemplated 

i  shall  be  furnished  therewith." — (House  Journal,  let  session,  33 

\  gress,  pages  1034,  1035.) 

'  The  resolution  of  the  House  here  copied  was  adopted  on  the  ! 

June,  1864,  and  having  been  specifically  referred  to  in  the  ap 
ating  clause  of  the  act  of  August  4,  1864,  it  had  the  sanction 
Senate  and  of  the  President,  and  became  a  part  of  that  act,  to  all 
and  nurnoses.  as  fullv  as  if  it  had  been  written  therein  at  lenj 


>  sign  trie  DUi  maKiog  tne  appropnatiOD,  '  lea  me  to  believe 
'  bill  "  in  parliamentary  parlance  was  referred  to,  and  not  a 
•esolution."  They  are  oi'  equal  dignity  and  force  when  passed 
^ressand  approved  by  the  President,  although  differently  desig- 
irough  the  various  stages  of  legislation, 
opression  in  giving  the  answer  was,  that  the  President  might 
bsed  to  sign  or  to  approve  ^^  a  bill"  containing  various  appro- 
is,  and  of  which  one  might  be  for  those  embraced  in  the  resolu- 
March  2,  1867.  That  he  had  withheld  his  approval  of  such 
lad  not  heard  before  said  question  was  asked, 
after  the  adjournment  of  Congress,  I  heard  that  the  President  did 
rove  a  '^  joint  resolution,"  that  was  handed  to  him  (at  the  last 
^8  of  the  session)  for  the  reason  that  it  had  been  interlined  by 
g  the  year  1857,  when  it  was  originally  for  1856.  I  did  not 
according  to  my  recollection  and  belief,  until  after  the  letter  of 
,  1857,  was  written,  that  the  joint  resolution  contained  an 
iation.  President  Pierce  remained  sometime  in  this  city,  and 
8  belief  that  the  interlineation  might  be  the  subject  of  inquiry 
;er,  I  requested  him  to  permit  me  to  retain  the  parchment,  and 
directions  his  secretary  handed  it  to  Mr.  Claxton,  my  clerk, 
nt  for  it.  It  was  in  the  Comptroller's  office  when  I  left  it  on 
of  May  last,  and  it  is  still  there.  The  day  it  was  received  I 
state^  although  I  may  fiave  some  means  at  home  to  ascertain 
B,  if  of  any  iniportance.  The  interlineation  was  the  motive  for 
ig  the  parchment,  so  that  if  a  question  should  arise  about  it, 
might  be  ascertained  by  personal  inspection. 
Q  I  Baw  the  joint  resolution  my  attention  was  more  called  to 
»rlineation  than  it  was  to  its  other  provisions,  and  I  could  not 
Id,  before  I  raw  it  after  the  examination  to  which  tnis  expla- 
refers,  the  classes  provided  for,  nor  whether  there  was  an  appro- 
i  clause  in  it.  A  copy  of  the  joint  resolution  is  presented  to 
imittee  herewith. 


Mabch  4, 185 
Sydney  S.  Stanton,  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  ? 

Answer.  My  residence  is  in  Gainsboro,  Jackson  county,  Teni 
but  I  was  summoned  from  Nashville,  Tennessee. 

Question.  Had  you  any  official  connexion  with  Mr.  GuUon 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  was  one  of  his  appointees. 

Question.  What  position  did  you  occupy  ? 

Answer.  I  was  called  one  of  the  indexing  clerks,  by  the  other  < 
when  I  was  first  appointed.  I  was  inexperienced,  and  scarcely 
what  place  I  did  fill,  when  I  first  came  on  here.  I  performed  i 
duties,  but  the  principal  portion  of  my  labor  was  the  entering ; 
rials,  petitions,  and  such  other  papers  as  were  referred  to  tbi 
mittees  of  the  House,  upon  books  Kept  by  those  committees  ii 
.committee  rooms,  setting  forth  briefly  the  subject  matter  ol 
contents. 

Question.  What  was  your  salary? 

Answer.  I  received  at  the  rate  of  |1,800  a  year. 

Question.  Did  you  give,  or  oflfer  to  give,  or  promise  to  gi^ 
money  or  other  consideration  to  General  Cullom,  by  reason  of 
you  were  to  be  appointed  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Cullom  your  full  salary 
time  you  were  employed  ? 

Answer.  I  can  make  a  statement  to  the  committee,  from  whic 
can  draw  their  own  conclusions  in  regard  to  that  matter. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
You  can  proceed  to  give  your  statement  in  as  brief  man 
possible. 
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February  I  received  $150,  and  from  the  first  of  February  to  the 
It,  or  some  time  about  the  last  of  tnat  mouth,  I  received  about  $150; 
lo  not  recollect  whether  it  was  the  full  amount  of  a  month's  salary, 
dch  would  be  |150,  or  a  fractional  part  of  a  month's  salary,  but  I 
1  under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Culfom  said  that,  in  order  to  make 
B  accounts  with  the  Treasury  Department  balance,  or  something  of 
at  kind,  it  would  be  necessary  to  close  my  compensation  at  a  certain 
ne,  though  I  performed  service  to  the  4th  of  March,  1857^  for  those 
or  days  in  the  month  of  March  I  was  not  paid.  He  said  that  if  I 
18  paid  for  those  four  days  he  could  not  make  his  accounts  balance, 

something  of  that  kind.     At  all  events,  I  went  home  after  the  ad- 
arnment  of  Congress,  and  was  not  paid  for  that  time. 
Now,  in  regard  to  the  months  of  September,  October,  and  Novem- 
r,  1856,  between  the  sessions  of  the  34th  Congress.    About  the  close 

the  session  of  Congress,  in  August,  I  think.  General  Cullom  sent 
e  word,  I  believe  by  Mr.  Burnett,  that  he  wanted  me  to  prepare  to 
I  home  with  him.  He  said  he  was  going  to  return  to  his  home  in 
annessee  after  the  adjournment  of  Congress,  and  wanted  me  to  go 
ith  him,  and  I  accordingly  made  preparations  to  do  so.  I  think 
at  it  was  the  evening  before  we  started  home,  several  of  us  met  at 
eneral  Cullom's  room  at  his  solicitation,  I  believe,  but  I  do  not 
DoUtet  definitely  about  that.     There  were  five  of  us  there,  I  think, 

the  same  category.  They  were,  Mr.  Burnett,  Mr.  Baily,  Mr. 
reenlease,  Mr.  Acton,  and  myself,  and  there  may  have  been  others 
VBsent  also.  General  Cullom  said  to  us :  Gentlemen,  I  desire  now 
at  you  will  all  go  home,  or  you  may  do  as  you  please  about  that ; 
f  intention  is  to  stop  your  pay  ;  you  will  not  be  in  office  any  more 
^m  now  until  next  December.  I  desire  to  stop  your  pay  for  thii 
ason :  I  have  other  friends  to  whom  I  am  under  obligations ;  I  have 
^e  promises  to  others  who  have  applied  to  me  for  office  for  the  same 
^tions  you  hold,  and  I  have  come  under  obligation  to  throw  them 
cmmb— or  slice,  for  he  used  the  words  **  crumb"  and  '*  slice" 
k«rnately — of  my  patronage,  and  I  have  decided  upon  three  months 

the  vacation  between  the  sessions  of  Congress  for  that  purpose,  as 

is  a  time  when  your  friends  would  perhaps  like  to  have  you  at 
«ne,  daring  the  canvass.  He  also  said  that  it  would  be  well  that 
fc  should  not  hold  office  while  we  were  engaged  in  a  political  can- 
mBj  and  that  he  had  fixed  upon  those  months  as  the  time  during 
lich  he  could  have  vacancies  for  other  gentlemen  to  whom  he  was 
tder  obligation,  and  to  whom  he  desired  to  give  a  slice  of  his  pat- 
tuige.  Said  he,  I  will  put  them  in  your  places  while  you  are  gone, 
ri  they  will  have  a  consideration  then  to  draw  the  money  upon. 
me  one  remarked — I  believe  that  I  heretofore  stated,  in  a  publica- 
m  that  I  made,  that  Mr.  Baily  made  the  remark,  but  upon  reflec- 
m,  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Greenlease  made  the  remark,  about  that  time, 
xeference  to  the  political  aspect  of  the  arrangement — General  Cul- 
&,  I  do  Jiot  wish  to  be  understood,  myself,  that  I  have  any  desire  at 
:  to  go  into  the  canvass,  especially  as  my  pay  will  be  stopped. 
meral  Cullom  seemed  to  get  rather  passionate  at  that  interference 
th  bis  arrangement,  and  said:  This  is  a  fixed  arrangement  that  [ 
n  decided  upon,  and  it  is  not  debatable  ;  I  know  the  necessity  of  it 
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better  than  yoa  do.  That  was  aboat  the  language  he  used.  ^ 
then  saw  that  it  was  General  CuUom's  determination  that  we  f 
go  home.  Some  one  remarked,  or  asked  the  qoestion  of  0 
Cullom,  I  think,  if  we  were  to  be  considered  as  tamed  ont  of 
or  dismissed.  General  Cullom  studied  a  little  while  and  sai 
the  letter  writers  might  speculate  upon  the  cause  of  your  removf 
attribute  it  to  inefficiency  upon  your  part,  &c.,  and  as  you  hi 
discharged  your  duties  faithfully,  and  I  have  no  complaint  to 
I  will,  therefore,  let  you  remain  as  clerks  with  this  understai 
I  will  procure  these  other  persons  as  substitutes  to  perform  the 
of  your  office  while  you  are  absent,  and  on  your  return  you  ca 
the  pay  roll  and  endorse  over  the  checks  for  the  pay  of  this  1 
me^  or  to  whomsoever  I  shall  direct,  in  order  that  the  money  i 
drawn  to  pay  these  substitutes.  I  will  say  to  the  committee  1 
for  one,  thought  that  General  Cullom  intended  to  put  some 
person  in  my  place,  and,  as  they  would  otherwise  lose  their  tii 
their  labor  while  discharging  the  duties  of  my  office  while 
gone,  I  thought  it  would  be  nothing  but  right  that  they  shonl 
the  money,  and  I  was  willing  to  facilitate  their  getting  it.  I  g 
positive  assent  or  consent  to  the  arrangement  myself,  nor  did 
press  any  dissent  to  it.  Some  of  the  clerks  present  assented 
arrangement  expressly.  I  went  on  home  and  remained  there  < 
the  vacation  between  the  sessions  of  Congress.  It  is  true,  u 
free  to  acknowledge,  that  I  took  some  part  in  the  canvass,  and  i 
few  speeches;  I  suppose  we  all  did.  I  heard  it  said  that  G 
Cullom  made  some  speeches  himself,  but  I  do  not  know  about  tl 
I  was  not  present  myself.  We  came  back  here,  and  I  considen 
ylf  in  honor  bound  to  carry  out  the  arrangement  if  called  upoi 
soon  as  I  arrived  here,  which  was  somewhat  later  than  the  bah 
the  clerks,  on  account  of  sickness,  though  I  came  on  here  a  fe^ 
after  the  meeting  of  Congress,  General  Cullom  informed  me  A 
blanks  were  all  prepared,  and  were  in  Mr.  Ingram's  office,  ret 
us  to  carry  out  the  agreement,  by  signing  over  the  checks,  &c 
he  asked  me  to  call  at  the  office  when  1  went  up  and  carry  ( 
arrangement.  When  I  came  up  to  the  office  Mr.  Ingram  pre 
me  the  check  to  endorse,  or  rather,  I  was  required  to  sign  the  p 
first.  I  do  not  remember  exactly  the  order  in  which  I  did  it 
usual  way  was  for  us  to  sign  the  pay-roll  and  a  receipt  to  G 
Cullom,  as  though  he  actually  paid  us  the  money,  and  then  G 
Cullom  gave  us  a  check  upon  the  bank  of  Suter,  Lea  &  Co,  i 
got  the  money  there.  The  cl\eck  was  drawn  up  at  this  time 
usual  way.  I  signed  the  receipt  to  constitute  a  voucher  for  ( 
Cullom  in  the  Treasury  Department,  and  I  was  required  to  endc 
check  and  hand  it  back.  I  never  got  any  money  for  thosi 
months. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Was  this  receipt  for  three  months'  salary  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  amuont? 

Answer.  As  well  as  I  can  now  remember  it  was  for  $450. 
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By  Mr.  Davis : 

tion.  Did  you  hear  him  make  the  statement? 
rer.  No,  sir.  It  was  said  during  my  canvass  that  General 
took  the  position  that  he  had  paid  me  this  money,  and  pro- 
these  vouchers  to  show  that  he  had  done  so.  But  I  know 
J  personally  about  that.  I  will  say  that  I  did  receive  from 
1  Cuilom  $360,  as  extra  compensation. 

tion.  Was  that  the  full  amount  of  extra  compensation  to  which 
re  entitled  ? 

7er.  Yes,  sir ;  that  was  the  amount  under  a  resolution  of  the 
ftt  its  first  session  in  that  Congress.  There  was  another  resolu- 
'  extra  compensation  passed  by  the  House  at  it«  last  session,  I 
ot  received  that,  from  causes,  I  suppose,  that  the  clerk  could 
trol.  The  whole  amount  that  I  have  received  from  the  clerk 
,390. 

tion.  To  what  amount  were  you  entitled  ? 
rer.  If  I  was  entitled  to  receive  pay  during  the  vacation,  I 
have  received  1 1,840  up  to  the  time  I  quit  General  Cuilom. 
tion.  Did  you  get  all  besides  this  $450? 
rer.  Yes,  sir  ;  up  to  the  adjournment  of  Congress.     I  do  not 
rhat  disposition  General  Cuilom  made  of  my  office  after  the 
iment  of  Congress. 

tion.  Did  you  come  back  and  enter  upon  the  duties  of  your 
fter  this  arrangement  about  the  vacation  ? 
ver.  Yes,  sir ;  I  came  back  at  the  commencement  of  the  second 

ition.     When  did  you  leave? 

wet.  On  the  4th  of  Mttrch  following,  when  Congress  had  ad- 

1 ;  or  rather  I  did  not  leave  the  city  then,  but  I  was  out  of 

ben. 

(tion.  Then  you  came  back  and  filled  your  office  after  the  vaca- 


! 
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uiuruiug,  X  luiuK,  ur  suiueuuie  uuriug  lue  u^xh  uay,  urtsucnsi  vj 
sought  an  interview  with  me,  and  seemed  desirous  to  explain 
that  he  had  not  intended  to  mistreat  me,  that  he  had  done  jus 
me.  He  seemed  desirous  to  explain  the  matter  to  me,  and  to  i 
me  of  that  fact,  he  said  that  as  an  evidence  that  he  was  not  try 
wrong  me,  he  would  inform  me  that  my  office  would  not  exisi 
the  4th  of  March,  that  it  was  not  an  office  after  that  time,  th 
adjournment  of  Congress  superseded  the  necessity  of  that  offio 
therefore,  under  the  law,  I  could  not  hold  the  office  any  longei 
I  up  to  that  time.     After  that  there  were  other  explanations  In 

L  j  me,  General  Cullom,  I  believe,  sought  a  third  interview  wit 

i-  during  which  we  talked  about  the  matter.     He  seemed  to  be  ai 

to  explain  to  me  and  show  me  that  he  had  not  wronged  me.  i 
time  of  this  third  interview  I  had  determined  to  go  home,  an 
told  him  when  I  was  going  to  start,  which  I  believe  was  in  a  fe? 
after  that,  perhaps  the  next  morning.  He  said  if  I  would  remai 
go  home  with  him  he  would  get  ready  in  a  few  days  after  that, 
had  to  go  to  New  York  and  return,  and  he  wanted  me  to  assU 
to  carry  some  negroes  home  which  he  had  purchased,  or  wh: 
had  written  to  Mr.  Botts,  of  Virginia,  to  purchase  for  him  and 
ready  for  him  on  his  arrival  there;  and  if  I  would  wait  and  go 
with  him  he  would  let  my  office  go  on,  and  continue  me  in  it. 
seemed  to  me  to  be  an  inconsistency  about  the  matter,  which  I  th 
would  not  justify  me  in  holding  the  office  any  longer.  I  though 
if  his  former  statement  was  true,  that  it  was  not  an  office  aft 
adjournment  of  Congress,  I  would  not  be  sustained  in  stayiii 
therefore  went  home  shortly  afterwards,  and  consequently  I  d 
know  what  became  of  the  salary  of  the  office  after  I  left,  if 
really  an  office  after  that  time.  I  knOw  nothing  about  that 
that  time,  except  that  I  did  not  receive  the  salary. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Did  you  continue  to  serve  any  longer  than  to  th€ 
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Question.  Why? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  there  was  some  scruples  at  the  Treasury 
)epartment  on  the  part  of  the  officers  having  control  of  the  matter ; 
hat  they  douhted  the  legality  of  the  claim  ;  thought  that  a  mere  res- 
lution  of  one  house  would  not  entitle  us  to  it,  but  that  it  required  an 
ct  with  an  accompanying  appropriation,  or  something  of  the  kind. 

Question.  Who  did  the  business  of  your  office  during  the  time  you 
rere  absent  after  this  arrangement  of  which  you  spoke  was  made  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  one  that  I  ever  heard  of. 

Question.  Could  you  not  see  by  the  record  whether  anything  had 
«en  done  in  your  office  during  your  absence  ? 

Answer.  The  fact  is  that  the  work  I  did  was  of  a  particular  kind, 
ind  could  not  have  been  very  onerous  upon  any  one  while  I  was  away, 
lecause  the  duties  of  which  1  have  spoken  were  of  such  a  character  as 
equired  the  action  of  the  House  to  produce  it.  Still  there  were  some 
lapers  remaining  over  which  it  was  intended  to  have  brought  before 
!!)oDgress  at  its  ne^^t  session.  On  my  return,  at  the  commencement  of 
;be  next  session  of  Congress,  there  was  some  inquiry  made  concerning 
iome  papers  that  had  formerly  been  before  Congress,  and  I  could  not 
lay  my  hands  upon  them  at  the  time,  and  it  became  necessary  for  me 
U)  refer  to  somebody  for  them,  and  I  supposed  that  my  substitute  would 
know  something  about  them.  I  inquired  of  all  the  clerks  about  the 
Blouse  and  found  that  no  substitute  had  been  appointed. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Qaestion  Tour  duties  then  were  mostly  connected  with  the  current 
cosiness  of  the  House. 

Answer.  I  performed  promiscuous  duties.  Towards  the  latter  part 
if  the  session  I  did  some  work  at  engraving.  But  the  most  laborious 
^rt  of  my  duties  was  to  carry  these  memorials  and  petitions  upon  the 
socks  of  the  committees. 

By  Mr.  Curry  : 

Question.  Was  that  the  first  time  that  you  ascertained  that  no  sub* 
slitute  had  been  appointed  during  your  absence,  when  you  made 
aquiry  in  regard  to  that  paper  ?  ' 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  that  I  ascertained  anything  positive 
ibout  it  before  that  time.  I  might  have  had  some  intimation  before 
bat  time  that  such  was  the  fact ;  but  still  I  would  not  believe  it  until 
I  got  some  positive  information  upon  the  subject,  for  I  then  had  very 
^reat  confidence  in  General  Cullom's  integrity,  and  thought  he  was 
ealJy  a  very  good  friend  to  me. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Who  were  present  at  the  interview  when  the  arrangement 
ras  made  by  which  you  were  not  to  be  removed,  but  were  to  sign 
our  pay-roil  and  transfer  your  checks  ? 

Answer.  I  wish  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  General  Cullom 
srst  took  the  position  that  we  were  to  be  removed  from  office  ;  but  in 
rder  to  avoid  the  consequences  of  which  I  spoke,  he,  during  the  con- 
ersation,  reconsidered  that  position  and  said  that  we  would  not  be 
irned  out  of  office. 
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By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  At  whose  suggestion  did  I  do  that?  Was  it  not  at  the 
suggestion  of  some  clerk  who  was  present  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect,  perhaps  it  was  so.  I  think  it  very  likely 
that  such  was  the  case.  As  to  who  were  present,  I  will  state  the  names 
ot  all  I  can  remember.  There  was  a  right  smart  little  crowd  present, 
and  I  think  that  perhaps  there  were  others  present  than  those  interested 
in  this  arrangement.  There  were  myself,  Mr.  Greenlease,  Mr.  Baily^ 
Mr.  Acton,  and  Mr.  Burnett,  and  perhaps  some  others. 

Question.  Were  not  Mr.  Gordon,  Mr.  Parker,  and  Mr.  Wallac^^ 
there  ? 

Answer.  Perhaps  they  were. 

Question.  Was  not  Mr.  Prentice  there  ? 

Answer.  He  might  have  been,  I  could  not  say  about  that ;  I  will 
not  say  those  persons  Mr.  Cullom  has  mentioned  were  not  present.  I 
think  that  Mr.  Gordon  and  Mr.  Parker  were  present.  As  to  his  re- 
considering his  first  proposition  about  our  offices  at  that  time,  in  regard 
to  his  intention  to  dismiss  us,  I  suppose  that  will  not  be  denied,  from 
the  fact  that  the  mere  recognition  of  our  accounts  will  show  that  such 
was  the  fact^  as  it  would  not  have  been  legal  to  recognize  us  at  tlie 
treasury  as  clerks  unless  we  were  regarded  as  being  in  office  as  clerks. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Then  by  this  arrangement  you  were  to  be  continued  in 
office,  but  as  you  were  to  render  no  service  you  were  to  receive  no  pay? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  upon  the  condition  that  our  pay  was  to  go  to  our 
substitutes  ;  I  therefore  felt  under  no  obligation  to  the  government  or 
to  Mr.  Cullom  to  carry  out  this  arrangement,  but  I  did  feel  under  some 
obligation  to  let  our  pay  go  to  the  substitutes  who  were  to  perform 
the  labors  of  our  offices,  as  I  absented  myself  at  his  request  and  not 
my  own. 

By  Mr.  Curry  :  • 

Question.  When  you  signed  this  receipt  had  you  any  knowledge 
that  a  substitute  had  not  been  appointed  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  knowledge  of  that  then. 

Question.  Did  you  sign  it  with  the  understanding  that  this  monej 
Was  to  go  to  a  substitute  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  As  soon  as  I  arrived  here,  and  before  I  went  up 
to  the  Capitol,  I  called  at  the  room  of  Mr.  Cullom,  and  he  informed 
me  that  the  papers  were  ready  for  me  to  sign. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  you  not  announce  to  me  that  you  were  ready  to  carr/^ 
out  the  arrangement? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  did  you  say  ? 

Answer.  You  said  to  me  :  When  you  go  to  the  office,  Mr.  Stanton, 
Mr.  Ingram  has  the  papers  all  prepared.  You  know  the  understanding 
between  us  about  signing  the  pay-roll  and  the  checks,  and  when  yoa 
go  up  you  can  just  sign  the  papers  and  carry  out  the  agreement.    I 


ACCOUNTS  OF  WILLIAM  CULLOM  379 

said,  very  well ;  and  upon  the  first  opportunity  I  did  so.  That  is  my 
recollection. 

Question.  You  have  stated  that  the  date  of  your  appointment  was 
about  the  fifth  of  May — at  what  time  did  you  reach  here? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember ;  but  it  was  sometime  after  my  appoint- 
ment.    I  did  not  reach  here  promptly. 

Question.  Was  it  not  upon  the  lObh  of  June? 

Answer.  I  think  likely  it  was  about  that  time. 

Question.  Did  I  not  pay  your  salary  to  you  from  the  date  of  my 
letter? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  the  statement  I  made  to  the  committee  shows 
that. 

Question.  When  you  reached  here,  on  the  10th  of  June,  did  I  not 
pay  you  $130,  and  did  you  have  also  five  days  to  your  credit? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  such  was  the  fact. 

Question.  That  money  was  paid  to  you  by  me,  or  by  Mr.  Ingram^ 
my  chief  clerk? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  you  were  going  home,  at  the  end  of  that  session, 
did  I  not  advance  you  the  extra  compensation  to  which  I  thoui(;ht  you 
were  entitled  under  a  resolution  of  the  House,  and  do  you  not  know 
that  I  never  got  the  money  until  after  the  adjournment  of  Congress? 

Answer.  You  did  advance  it.  I  do  not  know  when  you  got  it  from 
the  treasury.  I  know  that  at  the  next  session  you  detained  my  salary 
from  the  commencement  of  December  until  there  was  some  legislation 
upon  the  subject ;  and  I  understood  that  you  were  retaining  my  regular 
salary  for  the  months  of  December,  January,  and  February  for  the 
purpose  of  indemnifying  yourself  until  the  extra  compensation  was 
paid  up. 

Question.  Were  not  your  checks  preserved  in  the  vault  of  Mr. 
Ingram,  and  handed  over  to  you  as  soon  as  the  extra  compensation 
was  made  available — I  mean  the  checks  drawn  for  your  monthly  salary 
in  the  meantime? 

Answer.  I  will  say  that  I  got  all  the  salary  for  those  months  after 
a  time. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  As  I  understand  your  testimony,  when  you  left  at  the  end 
of  the  first  session  of  Congress,  General  Cullom  advanced  you  what  he 
thought  was  your  extra  compensation  under  some  resolution  of  Con- 
gress— was  that  so  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  it  turned  out  that  you  were  not  entitled  to  it  as  the 
'*>r  stood,  or  as  the  Treasury  Department  decided  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  the  matter  was  for  some  time  in  suspense  for 
^tne  cause. 

Question.  And  when  you  returned  and  entered  upon  the  duties  of 
y^rxT  office  again,  General  Cullom  retained  your  monthly  salary,  in 
^^der  to  indemnify  himself  for  this  extra  compensation  he  had 
Mvanced  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Qnestion.  The  queBtion,  as  I  understand  it,  is  whether  he  pn 
money  into  his  own  pocket  or  simply  laid  aside  your  checks  until 
gress  passed  a  resolution  allowing  the  payment  of  the  extra  comp< 
tion  to  be  made,  when  he  returned  you  these  same  checks  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  remember  whether  the  same  checks  were  reti] 
to  me  or  not ;  but  1  will  say  this,  that  he  refused  to  pay  me  ray  sa 
But  I  got  my  regular  pay  after  the  compensation  was  passed,  or 
it  was  ascertained  that  the  compensation  resolution  had  been  susti 
by  Congress  and  the  money  could  be  got  from  the  treasury. 

By  Mr.  Cullom: 

Question.*  Was  that  not  a  matter  of  agreement  between  us  ? 
Answer.  It  was.     I  understood  from  General  Cullom  that  thai 
a  condition  upon  his  adyancing  the  compensation  to  us. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  he  charge  you  interest  upon  the  compensatio 
advanced  ? 
Answer.  He  did. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  When  he  gave  it  to  you  did  he  not  suppose  that  /ou 
entitled  to  it  under  the  law,  and  did  not  the  Treasury  Depart! 
decide  otherwise  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir;  that  was  the  impression.  I  never  saw  anyt 
indirect  in  General  Cullom  in  connexion  with  that  matter. 

Question.  Aside  from  this  transaction  growing  out  of  the  arra 
ment  in  regard  to  this  three  months'  salary,  do  you  know  of  any 
that  shows  or  tends  to  show  any  corruption,  dereliction  of  dut 
want  of  official  integrity  on  the  part  of  General  Cullom  in  conne 
with  his  office  of  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  Aside  froqd  that  I  know  of  nothing,  and  I  do  not  1 
how  far  that  fact  is  to  be  regarded  as  partaking  of  that  chara 
There  is  a  small  matter,  a  little  item,  from  the  last  of  Februai 
the  4th  of  March,  I  do  not  remember  whether  it  was  from  the 
day  of  February  or  a  few  days  before,  I  received  no  pay  for  that 
either ;  but  I  supposed  that  was  to  enable  General  Cullom  to  i 
his  accounts  balance,  as  he  so  stated  at  the  time. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  you  not  get  a  great  deal  more  than  that  beyond 
services  for  time  before  you  came  on  here  ? 

Answer.  I  did  get  pay  for  time  before  my  services  actually 
menced.     I  got  pay  from  the  date  of  my  commission.     I  do  not  1 
about  the  justice  and  correctness  of  that,  but  it  was  paid  me  by  j 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  your  pay  for  those  few 
was  withheld  in  order  to  enable  General  Cullom  to  balance 
accounts  with  the  treasury  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir ;  that  was  the  reason  that  he  assigned. 
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By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive  $300  for  the  months  of  January  and 
February  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  February  being  a  short  month,  did  you  not  know 
ihat  in  dividing  your  yearly  salary  up  into  months  to  count  the 
nonth  of  February  a  full  month  would,  according  to  the  regulation 
it  the  treasury,  make  the  amount  for  March  come  short  of  $150,  and 
»a8  not  that  the  difficulty  I  alluded  to  ? 

Answer.  I  supposed  that  that  affected  your  books  and  that  it  was 
i  matter  for  you  to  take  into  consideration. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Was  there  any  issue  between  you  and  General  Cullom 
apon  that  point? 

Answer.  I  raised  no  issue  upon  that  point  for  I  took  it  for  granted 
that  General  Cullom  meant  what  he  said. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  In  reference  to  your  going  home,  did  you  not  repeatedly  tell 
me,  before  we  went  home  together,  that  your  friends  had  been  writing 
to  you  to  come  home  and  take  part  in  the  approaching  canvass  ? 

Answer.  I  did  tell  you  that,  and  that  my  friends  had  intimated  to 
Kne  that  they  would  like  for  me  to  ask  leave  of  absence,  as  was  the 
cuBiom.  They  did  not  want  me  to  sacrifice  my  salary,  but  did  want 
me  to  ask  leave  of  absence  of  you  to  go  home. 

Question.  Did  you  not  express  to  me  a  desire  to  go  home  and  en- 
gage in  the  canvass  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  about  that.  I  know  that  I  felt  anxious 
h)  go  home  ;  but  then  I  would  not  have  sacrificed  my  salary  to  do  so. 
t  would  not  have  given  $450  for  the  chance  to  make  a  few  speeches. 

Question.  Did  you  not  express  a  desire  to  me  to  go  homer 

Answer.  I  may  have  done  so  and  may  have  shown  you  some  letters 
Aat  I  had  received.  I  remember  that  you  showed  me  a  letter  that 
fou  had  received  from  one  of  our  constituents. 

Question.  Expressing  a  desire  that  you  should  go  home  and  take 
part  in  the  canvass? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  You  showed  me  that  letter  ;  but  you  did  not 
ay  to  me,  at  that  time,  whether  I  could  go  home  or  not. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  case  in  which  any  clerk  or  other 
mploye  about  the  House  having  claims  upon  General  CuUom's  office 
rere  refused  payment  by  him  or  his  clerk  and  was,  therefore,  corn- 
died  to  sell  their  claims  at  a  discount?  Was  there  any  system  of 
bat  kind  going  on  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  clerk  was  to  blame.  I  have 
Down  claims  to  be  sold  at  a  discount.  I  expect  it  was  as  much 
ttributable  to  the  anxiety  of  claimants  to  get  money  as  to  anything 
ise.  It  might  have  been  owing  to  disparagements  held  out  by  the 
erk.     I  do  not  know  about  that. 
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By  Mr.  Oullom : 

Question.  What  were  those  claims  ? 

Answer.  Some  of  them  sold  their  claims  for  extra  compensation. 

Question.  Were  not  those  claims  those  to  which  you  refer? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Had  not  those  claims  been  suspended  at  the  treasury? 

Answer.  I  think  they  were. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  By  whom  were  those  claims  bought  up  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  Mr.  Prentice  was  buying  them  up. 

Question.  Who  was  this  Mr.  Prentice  ? 

Answer.  He  was  one  of  the  appointees  or  employes  about  here. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  you  hear  that  he  was  buying  any  claims  against  m 
office? 

Answer.  I  heard  that  he  was  buying  claims  for  extra  compensatiozi. 
It  was  a  mere  rumor.  I  heard  no  reflection  upon  the  Clerk  in  cod- 
nexion  with  that  matter.  My  impression  was,  that  Mr.  Prentice  waa 
taking  advantage  of  those  who  were  anxious  to  get  their  money,  and 
were  not  willing  to  wait  for  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  ever  bought  any  claims  against 
my  office  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Curry: 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  correspondence  with  the  Treasury 
Department  in  reference  to  your  pay? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  have  some  papers  at  home  in  connexion  with 
that  matter.  But  as  I  was  summoned  from  Nashville,  I  had  no  chance 
to  get  them  before  I  left;  and  I  suppose  it  would  not  be  proper  to  in- 
troduce testimony  in  reference  to  those  documents  without  accounting 
for  their  not  being  produced. 

Question.  What  was  the  character  of  that  correspondence? 

Answer.  It  was  in  reference  to  the  correctness  and  justice  of  tho8< 
accounts  after  I  found  that  no  substitute  had  been  appointed  in  m; 
place.  It  was  a  question  in  my  mind  whether,  under  the  circum 
stances,  these  accounts  would  ever  be  presented  to  the  Treasury  De 
partment.  And  I  wanted  to  know  what  disposition  would  be  made  c 
that  money,  I  wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.     I  was  ines 

f^erienced  then  and  perhaps  did  not  address  the  proper  officer.  M 
etter  was  referred  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  and  was  ac 
swered  by  him.  I  inquired  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  whethe 
these  accounts  had  been  filed  there  by  General  Culiom.  And  th 
answer  was,  that  those  accounts  had  been  filed;  and  in  the  opinion  < 
the  auditors  of  the  treasury,  they  were  sound  and  Qorrcct  in  al 
respects. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  these  |450  accounts  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  The  answer  was,  that  they  had  been  filed  by  General 
[hillom  as  a  part  of  his  accounts  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir.  I  then  wrote  as  soon  as  I  could,  and  informed 
;bem  of  the  nature  of  those  accounts,  aud  described  to  tliem  in  detail 
ill  the  circumstances,  as  I  did  not  wish  my  receipt  to  go  there  without 
m  explanation.  I  wrote  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  explain- 
Qg  the  nature  of  those  accounts,  in  order  that  the  matter  might  be 
irrested.  But  before  my  letter  reached  him  these  accounts  had  been 
mtered  to  the  credit  of  General  CuUom,  as  Clerk  of  the  House,  as  I 
vas  informed  in  the  answer  to  my  letter  from  that  department.  The 
inswer  was  written  by  Mr.  Whittlesey. 

Question.  About  what  time  did  that  correspondence  take  place? 

Answer.  It  was  some  time  in  the  spring;  perhaps  along  in  April, 
t  will  not  say  positively  about  that,  because  my  mind  has  been  called 
)ff  from  that  subject  to  a  great  extent  since  that  time. 

Question.  Was  it  after  the  adjournment  of  the  last  Congress? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  General  CuUom  say  anything,  either 
here  or  in  Tennessee,  about  the  profits  of  his  office  as  Clerk  of  the 
House,  and  if  so,  what  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  General  Cullom  make  some  remarks  about 
fte  profits  of  his  office,  that  they  were  very  considerable,  and  that  the 
office  was  a  very  profitable  one. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  him  state  any  amount  that  he  had 
realized  from  his  office,  and  if  so,  what  was  it? 

Answer.  It  seems  to  me  that  I  have  heard  him  state  on  occasions, 
Uiat  it  would  be  worth  somewhere  near  $100,000.  But  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  meant  the  actual  profits  of  the  office  or  the  percentage 
that  was  to  come  to  him  by  way  of  side  considerations,  extra  labor, 
%  what  else  he  had  reference  to.  He  made  the  remark  in  my 
presence,  I  believe  in  Nashville,  when  we  went  on  home  after  the  first 
■ttsion,  that  he  had  cleared  about  $40,000  up  to  that  time.  I  will 
3ot  be  certain  that  he  stated  specifically  that  it  was  from  the  profits 
rf  the  office  or  not.  But  the  conversation  was  in  reference  to  the 
Profits  of  the  office.  A  friend  of  his  was  present  at  the  time,  and 
leemed  to  be  very  much  interested  in  General  CuUom' s  welfare,  and 
iDxious  to  know  that  he  was  getting  on  well. 

By  Mr.  Cullom? 

Question.  Who  was  this  friend  ? 

Answer.  He  was  a  Colonel  Cooke.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  put 
he  question  directly  as  to  what  the  office  was  worth.  But  the  ques- 
ion  was  put,  whether  directly  or  indirectly,  and  this  remark  was 
lieited.  Now,  whether  General  Cullom  made  his  answer  directly  to 
liat  question  or  not  I  do  not  recollect. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Was  the  conversation  about  the  profits  of  the  office? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  was  the  controlling  topic  of  the  conversa- 
on  about  that  time,  as  I  understood  it. 
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Question.  What  was  General  Cnllom's  reply  as  to  what  lie  Iia< 
made? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  what  his  exact  reply  was.  He  sort  o 
talked  round.  He  is  a  man  who  boasts  a  great  deal,  and  he  talkei 
around  the  matter  in  a  gasing  kind  of  way,  and  I  do  not  remembe: 
whether  he  made  the  answer  directly  or  not. 

Question.  Did  he  state  any  particular  amount  that  he  had  madeu] 
to  that  time  ? 

Answer.  He  remarked  that  he  had  made  about  $40,000.  I  do  no 
think  it  was  directly  in  answer  to  the  inquiry  ;  but  the  remark  wa. 
made  somewhere  during  the  conversation  upon  that  sHbject. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  At  what  place  was  that  conversation  held  ? 

Answer.  At  the  City  Hotel  in  Nashville,  Tennessee. 

Question.  In  what  room  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  the  number  of  the  room.  It  is  low 
down,  upon  a  level  with  the  bar-room,  I  think,  or  perhaps  the  first 
floor  above.  Perhaps  we  ascended  one  flight  of  stairs  to  reach  the 
room.  General  Cullom  doubtless  romembers  that  Colonel  Cooke  called 
upon  us  while  we  were  there.  He  was,  perhaps,  instrumental  to  a 
great  extent  in  my  getting  my  appointment  under  General  Cullom. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Am  I  to  understand  you  to  say  that  in  that  conversation 
General  Cullom  said  that  he  had  made  $30,000  or  $40,000? 

Answer.  He  said  that  he  had  made  about  $40,000. 

Question.  Was  the  conversation  in  regard  to  the  profits  and  emoln- 
ments  of  the  office  of  Clerk? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  was  it  in  regard  to  his  making  the  remark  abont 
making  $100,000? 

Answer.  It  seems  to  me  that  I  have  heard  General  Cullom  make 
that  remark,  but  I  cannot  locate  it. 

Question.  I  mean  how  was  he  to  make  $100,000? 

Answer.  He  was  to  make  from  $80,000  to  $100,000,  but  he  did  not 
say  explicitly  whether  it  was  to  be  from  the  profito  of  the  office. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  he  say  that  he  had  made  that  much  out  of  his  office? 

Answer.  I  think  that  the  remark  was  that  the  office  would  be  worth 
$100,000  by  the  end  of  his  term. 
By  Mr.  Cullom: 

Question.  At  the  time  this  conversation  occurred  at  Nashville  did 
we  not  take  some  brandy  together? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  not  Cooke  assume  that  I  had  made  so  and  so,  and  I 
jocosely  replied  that  it  was  so? 

Answer.  I  considered  the  conversation  rather  jocose  in  some  parts 
of  it. 

Question.  After  we  had  taken  some  brandy  together  did  I  not  say 
that  it  was  a  very  nice  office  for  a  poor  family  ? 
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Dswer.  Yes,  sir. 

uestion.  Was  not  the  whole  conversation  a  jocose  one  ;  and  did  I 

respond  jocosely  to  his  exaggerated  assumptions  in  regard  to  the 

its  of  the  office? 

nswer.  There  were  jocular  remarks  made  during  the  conversation  ; 

I  do  not  know  as  this  remark  which  I  have  quoted  was  made 

larly  or  not.  All  I  know  is  that  there  was  a  jocular  conversation. 

By  Mr.  Curry  : 

•uestion.  Do  you  say,  in  your  answer  to  Mr.  Cullom's  question  as  he 
it,  that  the  statement  in  regard  to  the  profits  of  the  office  was  an 
ggerated  statement,  and  so  understood  ? 

inswer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  say  that.  I  will  say  that  my  recollec- 
i  is  quite  indefinite  about  the  details  of  that  conversation.  I  never 
rge  my  memory  with  the  details  of  those  matters.  I  generally 
ke  at  the  bulk,  and  remember  the  most  important  parts  ot  the  con- 
sation. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  you  understand  at  the  time,  or  has  it  so  impressed 
ir  mind  since,  that  this  was  a  jocose  remark  npon  the  part  of  G^en- 
1  Cullom,  or  did  you  understand  that  there  was  something  in  it? 
Answer.  I  will  say  this  to  the  committee,  that  since  that  time  I 
te  80  often  heard  of  the  remark  being  made  to  others  that  I  have 
in  confirmed  in  the  opinion  that  he  had  really  made  that  much. 
Question.  What  was  your  impression  at  the  time,  and  what  has  it 
m  since,  that  Mr.  Cullom  was  speaking  jocosely  or  in  earnest  ? 
Answer.  At  the  time  I  thought,  from  his  expressions,  that  that 
old  be  about  the  amount  of  the  profits  of  his  office.     I  do  not  re- 
mber  that  he  made  the  remark  oefore  Colonel  Cooke  in  regard  to 
I  profits  of  the  entire  term  of  his  office.     I  cannot  locate  that  remark, 
e  other  remark  was  made  to  Colonel  Cooke.     Cooke  was  congratu- 
iog  him  upon  his  success,  and,  as  General  Cullom  says,  there  were 
[ie  jocular  remarks. 

By  Mr.  Cullom: 

Question.  Did  not  Colonel  Cooke  assume  that  such  would  be  the 
^fits  of  the  office  ? 

ilnswer.  Colonel  Cooke  said  that  he  had  heard  that  you  had  a  very 
fitable  office,  and  that  he  was  very  glad  to  hear  it. 
Question.  In  regard  to  the  $80,000  or  $100,000,  was  that  not  an 
mate  that  you  and  I,  and  another  friend  of  mine,  was  making  as 
rhat  I  was  worth  ?  Were  not  you,  Mr.  Burnett,  and  I  in  a  com- 
tee  room  here  talking  together,  and,  in  the  conversation  that  came 
was  not  that  mentioned,  and  did  he  not  make  that  estimate  and 
me  about  it  ? 

Luswer.  I  cannot  locate  that  particular  remark.  But  we  have  had 
versations  as  to  how  much  you  was  worth,  and  it  was  estimated  at 
ram  of  $100,000. 

faestion.  Was  not  the  aggregate  of  my  property  at  home,  accord- 
to  our  estimate,  taking  it  altogether  ? 
H.  Rep.  Com.  188 25 
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Answer.  I  know  that  is  what  Burnett  and  I  and  you  thought  was 
the  amount  of  your  property  at  home.  Mr.  Burnett  was  a  man  who 
seemed  to  take  delight  in  flattering  you  about  the  amount  you  was 
worth,  and  made  remarks  in  your  presence  and  got  you  rather  led  out 
and  excited  upon  the  subject,  too.  And  the  matter  has  been  discussed 
in  my  presence. 

Question.  What  was  his  estimate  in  the  aggregate? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  about  $80,000  or  |100,000.  He  considered 
your  farm  worth  from  $30,000  to  $50,000.  But  that  was  in  a  differ- 
ent  conversation  to  the  one  to  which  I  have  reference. 

Question.  Did  I  not  own  that  property  before  I  was  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  not  remember  this :  that  at  that  time  I  contem- 
plated a  western  speculation  in  the  alternate  sections  of  some  railroad 
grants,  and  whether  this  $40,000  profits,  of  which  you  speak,  was  not 
prospective  and  based  upon  the  hypothesis  that  the  amount  invested 
in  these  alternate  sections  would  produce  that  sum  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  you  speak  of  such  an  investment ;  but  I  do 
not  know  that  it  was  in  the  way  you  speak  of. 

Question.  Did  I  not  tell  you,  as  I  may  have  done,  that  I  had  sent 
out  some  warrants  to  be  located  upon  these  sections,  and  was  not  that 
the  matter  to  which  I  referred  ? 

Answer.  The  impression  has  been  made  upon  my  mind,  but  from 
recent  reports,  that  you  had  intended  to  make  investments  in  alter- 
nate sections  of  land.  But  I  cannot  date  that  impression  back  further 
than  a  few  months.  I  have  heard  it  talked  about  for  some  time  back. 
But  I  do  not  know  as  I  had  heard  anything  said  about  it  at  the  time 
to  which  I  refer. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  in  this  conversation  with  Mr.  Burnett 
and  you  that  I  advised  you  and  him  to  save  some  money  out  of  your 
salaries  and  invest  it  in  these  lands.  I  spoke  of  intending  to  do  so 
myself  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  that  you  advised  me  to  invest  any 
money  in  alternate  sections  of  land.  You  advised  me  to  be  economical, 
and  said  that  it  was  very  important  to  me,  as  a  poor  man,  to  be  eco- 
nomical ;  and  I  was  very  glaa  of  your  advice,  and  thought  it  was  very 
philosophic.  But  I  do  not  remember  what  investment,  if  any,  you 
said  you  had  made,  or  was  going  to  make.  I  remember  of  having 
heard  you  speak  of  one  investment  you  had  made  here  in  Washington. 
I  heard  you  mention  once,  at  the  table  at  the  boarding-house,  that  you 
had  bought  some  property  here  in  the  city,  but  I  do  not  remember  the 
amount. 

Question.  Nov  will  you  state  to  the  committee,  as  you  say  I  boast 
sometimes,  as  other  persons  do,  if  I  have  not  been  a  pretty  large  trader^ 
in  a  small  way,  at  home,  and  a  successful  operator  in  the  profession  of 
the  law  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  You  have  been  a  successful  trader  and  mad^ 
considerable  money  at  law,  and  you  are  considered  one  of  the  be^** 
financiers  in  that  county.  In  fact,  I  believe  if  any  man  had  money  t^ 
deposit,  he  would  like  your  advice  as  to  where  and  how  to  invest  it. 
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Qaestion.  That  being  so^  have  I  not  had  the  command  of  means  and 
edit  at  home  ? 

Answer.  I  think  you  would  command  credit  and  means  there.  I  am 
it  a  young  man,  but  I  have  never  known  the  time  when  you  had  not 
edit,  and  I  have  never  known  your  paper  protested  or  dishonored. 
Question.  Is  not  pretty  much  all  the  property  I  own  now  the  same 
at  I  owned  before  I  was  elected  Clerk  of  the  House  ? 
Answer.  Tou  have  bought  some  negroes  since  then,  and  more  lands, 
irhaps,  but  of  an  inferior  quality  compared  with  your  principal 
rm;  you  have  built  a  very  fine  mansion,  and  furnished  it  very  hand- 
mely,  as  I  have  been  told. 

Question.  Was  not  the  house  in  progress  before  I  was  Clerk,  or  even 
member  of  Congress  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  about  that;  your  house  was  never  noticed 
f  me,  as  I  had  not  been  about  Carthage  very  much,  until  I  got  to 
issing  through  there  on  my  way  to  Washington;  I  do  not  know  when 
really  was  commenced. 

S.  S.  STANTON. 

Thomas  H.  Worthington  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  and  occupation  ? 

Answer.  My  occupation  is  that  of  wood  and  coal  dealer,  and  my 
^idence  is  Washington. 

^  Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  business  transactions  with  Mr. 
^Hom,  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  have  furnished  coal  for  the  Capitol. 

Question.  At  whose  instance  ? 

Answer.  I  saw  an  advertisement  in  the  Intelligencer,  and  put  in  a 

*  for  the  coal,  which  bid  was  the  lowest,  I  believe,  and  I  was  noti- 
i  that  the  contract  had  been  awarded  to  me. 

Question.  With  whom,  or  through  whom  did  you  make  the  con- 

ct? 

Answer.  I  was  notified  by  a  letter  from  Mr.  CuUom,  or  signed  by 

^,  that  I  had  received  the  contract;  and  I  came  up  to  see  about  it, 

*  thereafter  furnished  the  coal. 
Question.  Did  you  get  your  pay  for  it? 
^^nswer.  Yes,  sir;  at  the  contract  price. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  or  offer  to  pay,  or  are  you  to  pay,  or  have 
^  agreed  to  pay  to  General  Cullom  or  any  of  his  employes  any 
^ey,  or  give  them  any  benefit  or  advantage  growing  out  of  this 
tract? 

^.nswer.  No,  sir, 

Question.  Then  you  merely  sent  in  your  bid,  was  notified  that  your 
was  accepted,  and  proceeded  to  furnish  the  coal  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

hiestioQ.  Is  that  all  you  know  about  the  matter  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

luestion.  Have  you  any  knowledge  why  you  were  summoned  here  ? 
inswer.  No,  sir;  not  more  than  the  siuBnK)ns  stated. 
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By  Mr.  Ourry : 

Question.  Did  you  give  a  receipt  for  tlie  money  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Cullom  gave  me  a  check  on  the  treasury. 
Question.  Did  you  receive  an  amount  equal  to  your  receipt  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  give  a  receipt  for  a  larger  amount  of  monej 
than  you  received. 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  personal  understanding  with  Mi 
Cullom  in  regard  to  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  a  word. 

Question.  Did  you  have  with  any  of  the  clerks  of  the  office  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  nothing  more  than  that  I  was  to  furnish  the  coal, 
which  I  did,  and  for  which  I  received  a  check  on  the  treasury  and  got 
the  money. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  How  much  money  did  you  receive  on  the  contract? 

Answer.  It  would  he  difficult  for  me  to  tell  at  this  time;  I  furnished 
upwards  of  200  tons  of  coal,  last  summer  was  a  year;  and  last  sam- 
mer  I  furnished,  I  think,  250  tons  or  more. 

By  Mr.  Curry: 

Question.  What  did  vou  charge  per  ton  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  last  contract  was  |5  40. 

Question.  How  did  you  sell  it  to  individuals? 

Answer.  We  sold  it  at  $6  a  ton  from  vessels,  and  delivered  here 
that  is  what  I  furnished  some  for  to  some  of  the  clerks  in  the  offici 
here;  selling  it  in  large  quantities  I  could  afford  to  sell  it  cheaper. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  What  did  you  charge  me  personally  for  some  that  I  go 
of  you? 

Answer.  Six  dollars  a  ton. 

Question.  Did  I  pay  you  that  price,  and  in  gold  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Bates  brought  me  the  money. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Were  you  shaved  on  your  claim  in  any  way  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

THOMAS  H.  WORTHINGTON. 

Francis  Lamb  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Have  you  the  account  with  you  for  the  mirrors  furnishe 
for  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  have  copied  it  from  my  books,  and  it  is  as  follows : 
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John  D.  Thomson  to  Francis  Lamby  Dr. 

1856,  July      20.     9  oval  frames |20  25 

1  large  mirror 200  00 

August  15.     2  large  mirrors,  at  |175 350  00 

1  large  mirror 160  00 

1  large  mirror 150  00 

10  curtain  cornices 100  00 

1867,  March   12.     1  mantel  mirror 175  00 

1  mantel  mirror 160  00 

1  mantel  mirror 150  00 

12  curtain  cornices 120  00 

1,585  25 

1856,  August  23.     Credit  by  cash 980  25 

1857,  March   30.     Credit  by  cash 605  00 

1,585  25 


Que8tion.  Does  that  account  embrace  the  character  of  goods  fur« 
Dished  and  the  dates  of  the  transactions  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Does  that  bill  include  all  you  sold  to  the  government? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  the  prices  correctly  put  down  here  ? 
Answer.  They  are. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  your  money  from  Thomson  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  it  was  a  fair  business  transaction  between  you  and 
him,  and  at  regular  prices  ? 
Answer.  It  was. 

FRANCIS  LAMB. 

WiLUAM  Bailt  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  you  occupy  the  position  of  a  clerk  in  the  map  office 
while  you  were  in  office  under  Mr.  CuUom  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  And  you  had  leave  of  absence  for  three  months  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  asked  for  leave  of  absence  for  one  month,  and 
Creneral  Cullom  gave  me  leave  of  absence  for  three  months,  upon  the 
conditions  that  I  stated  the  other  day.  I  really  did  not  want  to  be 
absent  more  than  during  the  month  of  October.  But  he  said  he  had 
other  arrangements,  and  of  course  I  had  to  comply  with  them. 

Question.  Did  General  Cullom  say  that  he  wanted  to  provide  for 
some  other  friends  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  He  said  there  was  a  great  deal  of  outside  pres- 
sure upon  him,  and  he  took  this  means  of  satisfying  those  who  were 
urging  him  for  some  crumbs  of  his  patronage. 
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Question.  Was  there  any  one  employed  by  Gkneral  OuUom  or  ap- 
pointed by  him  to  perform  the  duties  of  your  office  while  you  were 
absent  ? 

Answer.  Nobody.  I  was  at  work  upon  the  map  of  Florida  at  the 
time  I  left,  and  when  I  came  back  I  found  it  in  the  same  condition  in 
which  1  left  it. 

Question.  There  was  nothing  done  in  your  business  in  that  depart- 
ment? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  not  in  my  part  of  the  work. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  In  reference  to  the  certificate  which  you  signed,  I  under- 
stood you  to  say  that  you  had  drawn  up  a  writing,  which  you  submitted 
to  me? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  I  want  to  know  if  some  gentleman  in  your  office  did  not 
come  down  to  see  me  about  it,  with  your  draft  ? 

Answer.  I  handed  it  to  Mr.  Parker,  and  he  afterwards  returned  it 
to  me. 

Question.  Were  not  the  two  papers  in  substance  the  fiame,  differing, 
perhaps,  only  in  the  phraseology  ? 

Answer.  I  stated  in  my  pencil  draft,  as  I  have  stated  in  my  testi- 
mony in  chief,  that  at  the  time  you  told  us  we  should  go  home  from 
September  until  the  commencement  of  the  next  session  of  Congress, 
you  stated  your  intention  to  be  to  apply  our  salary  to  pay  substitutes 
in  our  places,  but  we  were  not  to  consider  ourselves  as  turned  out  of 
office.  The  other  statement  sets  forth  that  you  said  we  were  to  con- 
sider ourselves  out  of  office  till  the  next  session  of  Congress.  That 
was  not  my  understanding  of  it,  for  I  distinctly  asked  the  question  if 
we  were  to  consider  ourselves  as  turned  out  of  office  ? 

Question.  Was  that  before  this  agreement  was  made  ? 

Answer.  That  wasaccordingto  my  understanding.  When  Mr.  Parker 
brought  the  paper  to  us  which  you  sent,  Mr.  Greenlease  and  myself 
refused  to  sign  it  for  a  time,  as  it  contained  a  clause  that  we  were  to 
consider  ourselves  out  of  office.  But  after  some  reflection  we  concluded 
to  sign  it,  as  Mr.  Parker  said  that  it  made  no  difference,  and  as  the 
principal  thing  we  desired  to  accomplish  was  to  refute  what  I  had 
understood  was  the  statement  of  Mr.  Burnett  and  Mr.  Stanton  in  a  card 
which  they  had  published,  but  which  I  had  not  seen. 

Question.  Did  you  not  amend  this  paper  yourself,  by  adding  a 
section  in  reference  to  Mr.  Greenlease  and  yourself? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  not  done  at  your  request? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  there  not  a  section  or  paragraph  of  that  paper  signed 
by  you  and  Mr.  Greenlease  alone  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  This  is  the  paragraph  to  which  I  refer  : 

^'  The  undersigned,  Messrs.  Baily  and  Greenlease^  were  of  the  num- 
ber dropped,  but  they  have  only  carried  out  an  express  agreement,  are 
ready  to  do  justice,  and  therefore  make  no  complaint." 
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What  do  yen  recollect  about  that  ? 

Answer.  That  was  in  the  paper  when  it  came  to  our  office.     I  did 

)t  add  that  to  it.     We  were  willing  to  sign  the  paper  that  we  carried 

It  the  agreement  we  agreed  to,  and  so  that  paper  says.     I  think  that; 

r.  Parker,  and  every  gentleman  in  the  office,  will  say  that  I  signed 

at  paper  under  protest  at  the  time. 

Question.  Was  not  this  paragraph  added  to  the  paper   in  your 

Bee? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  that  was  in  it  when  it  came  down,  and  there  was 

>  addition  to  it  according  to  my  recollection.     I  paid   very  little 

tention  to  that  statement  after  I  read  it  over  first,  for  I  considered 

an  ex  parte  statement.     But  I  concluded  to  sign  it,  though  it  did 

»t  express  my  views  of  the  matter. 

Question.  Tou  did  not  consider  the  part  in  relation  to  considering 

>urself  out  of  office  applicable  to  you  and  Mr.  Greenlease  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

WILLIAM  BAILY. 

March  5,  1858. 
J.  J.  Burnett,  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 
Answer.  Carthage^  Tennessee. 

Question.  Were  you  connected  with  the  Clerk's  office  of  the  House 
Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  was  appointed  a  clerk  by  General  Cullom.     I  think  my 
ipointment  commenced  from  the  11th  of  February,  1866,  and  I  drew 
•y  from  that  time  up  to  the  time  I  left,  in  the  August  tbllowiug. 
Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  your  salary? 
Answer.  At  the  rate  of  $1,800  a  year. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  that  salary  in  full  ?  or  if  not,  what  were 
B  circumstances  connected  with  your  not  receiving  any  portion  of  it  ? 
Answer.  1  received  my  pay  for  the  month  of  February  in  which  I 
^  appointed,  less  eleven  days,  for  which  former  clerks  drew  the  pay. 
om  that  time  I  drew  my  regular  pay  until  some  time  late  in  the 
^^ust  following,  when  I  left  here  to  go  home. 
Vuestion.  Did  you  receive  pay  for  any  time  after  August? 
Answer.  Tes,  sir.  I  came  back  here  with  Greneral  Cullom  some 
^e  in  November  following  ;  I  do  not  recollect  when  in  that  month  I 
^>i;ed  to  return  here.  I  remained  at  home  during  the  months  of 
^tember,  October,  and  in  November,  until  I  started  to  return  ;  and 
^1^  I  received  pay  for  the  months  of  December,  January,  and  up  to 
'  28th  of  February.  But  for  the  months  of  September,  October, 
1  November,  during  my  absence  home,  I  received  no  pay ;  the 
^i-y  for  those  months  amounting  to  $450. 

'Question.  What  was  the  reason,  or  the  circumstances  in  connexion 
^h  your  failure  to  receive  your  salary  for  those  months  ? 
Answer.  Congress  adjourned  during  the  summer  of  1856,  and  Gen. 
^tce  called  them  together  again.     At  that  time  General   Cullom 
^ted  me  to  get  ready  to  start  home,  and  to  tell  Mr.  Stanton  to  gee 
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ready  to  leave  also.     I  was  very  glad  to  go  home,  as  I  wanted  to  see        '^ 
my  family.     Before  we  left,  I  think  it  was  in  the  Geoerars  room,  he 
observed  to  us  that  we  were  about  to  leave.     Something  was  said  about 
politics,  I  believe.     I  do  not  recollect  particularly  what  was  said  about  ^ 

it ;  something  about  our  entering  into  the  canvass.  He  observed  to 
us  that  he  would  not  remove  us  during  our  absence,  but  said  that  we  ^ 
must  agree  to  sign  the  pay-roll,  and  to  sign  over  our  salary  during 
that  time  to  whomsoever  he  should  direct ;  and  when  I  got  back  here^ 
I  think  it  was  some  time  late  in  November,  I  signed  a  regular  receipt  ^ 
for  September »  October,  and  November,  and  endorsed  a  cneck,  which 
Mr.  Ingram  filed  away  in  his  drawer.     For  the  months  of  December,  ^ 

January,  and  for  the  moi^th  of  February  up  to  the  28th,  I  received  my 
salary.     About  a  week  before  that  the  General  told  me  that  after  Con-         ^-i 
gress  adjourned  I  would  be  out  of  office.  .  v 

Question.  You  remained  in  office  during  the  session  of  Congrew, 
did  you?  . 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  General  told  me  that,  after  the  4th  of  March,  m  — 
when  Congress  should  have  adjourned,  there  would  be  no  further  use  -*« 
ior  me.  I  would  say  here,  that  I  think  we  left  here  the  summer  i  —: 
before,  previous  to  the  adjournment  of  the  called  session  of  Congress.       ! 

Question.  Then  during  the  months  of  September,  October,  and 
November  you  were  away,  and  performed  no  service  in  your  office?  '^ 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  was  the  case.     I  must  state  the  facts  in  — 

my  own  language.     We  were  to  sign  the  pay-rolls  and  checks  to        ^ 
whomsoever  he  should  direct  us,  as  we  thought  to  substitutes.    The 
General  said  he  had  other  friends  to  reward  ;  that  is  my  recollection 
about  it ;  I  signed  tbe  checks  away. 

Question.  Did  you  sign  them  away  to  any  substitute?  - 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  just  signed  a  receipt  as  though  I  had  receiyed        _ 
the  money  from  the  Clerk.     Mr.  Ingram  nanded  me  the  usual  check 
f'T  the  amount,  and  called  upon  me  to  endorse  it,  which  I  did,  and 
handed  it  back  to  him  ;  that  was  the  last  I  ever  saw  of  the  check. 
Question.  Did  Mr.  Ingram  retain  the  check  after  you  endorsed  it? 
Answer.  He  took  it  and  put  it  away  in  a  drawer. 
Question.  Do  you  know  what  afterwards  became  of  that  check? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  anybody  was  employed  in  your 
place  during  your  absence? 

Answer.  No  one  that  I  ever  heard  of.     The  chief  clerk  of  the  map 
office  told  me  that  nobody  had  been  employed  in  my  place. 

Question.  Now,  aside  from  this  transaction  in  regard  to  your  leave 
of  absence  for  these  three  months,  do  you  know  of  any  fact  that  woul^ 
phow  or  would  tend  to  show  any  corruption  or  dereliction  of  dut^ 
upon  the  part  of  General  Cullom  in  his  official  capacity  as  Clerk?     ^^ 
Answer.  Well,  I  will  say  this ;  the  night  before  Congress  adjourned^^^ 
I  think  it  was,  or  a  few  nights  before,  General  Cullom  called  me  int^^-^, 
the  Clerk's  office.     Mr.  Zollicoffer  had  said  something  to  Genera^^ 
Cullom  in  regard  to  the  talk  there  was  about  town  concerning  the  wa^  ^^ 
the  clerks  were  treated  while  they  were  absent.    Greenlease  and  Bail^     ^ 
contended  that  General  Cullom  would  never  pay  that  money  to  an^^^ 
body,  I  contended  that  he  would,  and  that  he  would  pay  it  to  us,  ^^^ 
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e  were  do  substitutes  appointed  in  our  places  ;  and  I  so  contended 

0  the  month  of  February,  up  to  the  time  when  I  gave  my  last 
ipt,  and  then  I  lost  all  hope  of  our  ever  getting  the  money.  As 
IS  saying,  General  Cullom  called  me  into  the  Clerk's  office  that 
it,  and  shut  the  door.  He  observed  to  me  that  I  had  stabbed  him ; 
Id  him  he  was  mistaken,  and  asked  him  what  he  meant,  and  also 

that  he  had  stabbed  me.  I  told  him  that  Hurlbut,  of  New  York, 
shburne,  of  Maine,  and  other  gentlemen,  had  received  their  pay, 
igh  they  were  absent  as  long,  perhaps,  as  I  was ;  and  he  had 
iped  Stanton  and  me,  his  best  friends,  personally  and  politically, 
again  replied  that  he  had  other  friends  whom  he  must  reward, 
^r  that  I  published  a  card,  and  stated  that  I  believed  that  the 
leral  had  appropriated  this  money  to  his  own  use  ;  that  is  all  that 
low  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

laestion.  When  did  that  conversation  take  place? 

iDswer.  It  took  place  during  the  week  before  Congress  adjourned, 

veen  the  28th  of  February  and  the  4th  of  March. 

By  the  Chairman : 

luestion.  Did  you  say  that  he  had  appropriated  this  money  to  his 
!  use,  or  that  you  supposed  he  had  done  so  ? 
.nswer.  I  did  not  say  that  he  did,  for  that  was  more  than  I  dared 
ay ;  I  merely  said  that  such  was  my  opinion  ;  I  could  not  say  that 
lid  so  appropriate  this  money,  because  he  never  told  me  so. 
uestion.  You  acted  then  under  the  impression  that  he  had  taken 

1  money  and  put  it  into  his  own  pocket  ? 

Luswer.  Yes,  sir,  I  acted  under  that  belief,  but  I  never  said  that 
lid  do  it,  because  I  could  not  say  so ;  I  dared  not  say  so  ;  no  man 
say  that  I  ever  said  so. 

jufstion.  Was  it  under  that  impression  that  you  thought  he  had 
A  badly  towards  you  ? 

Lnswer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  did  think  so.  There  was  a  reply  published 
he  Star  to  the  article  that  I  wrote,  which  went  on  to  state,  (signed 
Baily  and  Greenlease,  I  think,)  that  the  money  which  I  complained 
1  been  withheld  from  us  had  been  given  to  the  contingent  fund  of 
UoQse,  if  I  recollect  aright,  on  the  third  day  of  December.  If 
t  was  so,  then  I  was  wrong  in  saying  that  the  General  had  used 
money ;  I  never  had  any  evidence  that  he  had  made  that  use  of 
money  ;  I  cannot  tell  what  the  fact  is ;  I  have  never  seen  his 
ort,  and  cannot  tell  whether  it  was  added  to  the  contingent  ftmd 
lot.  But  I  do  not  want  to  do  injustice  to  anybody  in  any  way. 
Question.  I  asked  you  a  question  some  time  since,  which  you,  per- 
^8,  did  not  understand.  I  want  you  to  give  me  your  attention, 
ile  I  state  the  question  again.  The  question  is,  aside  from  the 
tisaction  growing  out  of  these  three  months'  pay,  separate  and 
rt  from  that,  do  you  know  of  any  fact  that  will  show  or  have  a 
ieucy  to  show  corruption  or  official  misconduct  on  the  part  of 
leral  Cullom  while  in  the  Clerk's  office  ? 
inswer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  of  anything. 
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Question.  Aside  from  this  $460,  did  you  give  him,  or  agree  to  give 
him,  or  are  you  to  give  him,  any  part  or  portion  of  your  salary,  or 
any  consideration  of  any  kind,  by  reason  of  which  you  received  your 
appointment  ? 

Answer.  I  never  agreed  to  give  him  a  cent  in  the  world. 

Question,  Now,  aside  from  this  transaction  in  regard  to  your  three 
months'  pay,  about  which,  of  course,  this  committee  must  form  their 
judgment  after  we  obtain  possession  of  the  facts,  did  General  CuUom 
ever,  in  his  connexion  or  intercourse  with  you  as  one  of  his  em- 
ployes, make  any  proposition  or  suggestion  to  you  which  an  honest 
man  ought  not  to  make^  or  which,  if  made,  a  conscientious  man 
would  not  accept  ? 

Answer.  General  Cullom  never  made  any  proposition  to  me  in 
which  I  thought  there  was  any  corruption  involved  in  any  way.  I 
did  think  it  a  little  strange  that  I  should  be  required  to  sigo  the 
receipt  if  a  substitute  was  to  take  my  place ;  I  thought  it  was  the 
business  of  the  substitute  to  sign  the  receipt,  not  mine. 

Question.  I  want  to  know  if  you  know  of  anything  else  aside  from 
that  transaction  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  else  that  I  know  of.  I  do  not  know  that  the 
General  has  ever  been  guilty  of  any  corruption ;  nor  do  I  undertake 
to  eay  so  ;  and  I  never  have  said  so.  General  Cullom  has  grown  very 
rich,  and  has  always  been  a  very  independent  man,  at  least  ever  since 
I  have  been  acquainted  with  him. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  acquainted  with  him  ? 

Answer.  I  have  known  him  twenty  years,  I  reckon;  I  got  acquainted 
with  him  at  Sparta,  Tennessee,  while  he  was  attorney  general. 

Question.  Previous  to  his  election  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Re- 

Eresentatives,  what  was  his  character  and  standing  where  he  was 
nown,  as  an  honest,  upright,  and  honorable  man  ? 
Answer.  I  never  heard  his  character  impeached  in  my  life,  as  I 
know  of.  In  Tennessee  he  was  elected  to  the  State  senate  and  also  to 
Congress.  He  was  a  popular  man  at  home,  and  always  got  as  big  a 
vote  as  anybody  that  ran  in  his  county,  and  generally  the  biggest,  as 
lar  as  I  recollect. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  What  induced  General  Cullom  to  say  to  you  that  yon 
had  stabbed  him  ;  what  had  occurred  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  Was  there  any  previous  conversation  ? 

Answer.  He  called  me  into  the  room.  ZoUicoffer  and  he  had  had 
a  talk  about  this  report  that  was  about  town.  Acton  had  made  a 
publication,  which  led  to  some  general  remarks  about  the  matter. 

Question.  What  had  you  done  previously  to  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  had  done  nothing.  That  is  what  I  told  the  General. 
I  said  I  did  not  understand  what  he  meant.  The  card  which  I  pub- 
lished, and  to  which  the  General  took  exception,  was  published 
afterwards. 

Question,  (at  the  request  of  Mr.  Cullom.)  Did  he  not  complain  in 
that  conversation  that  you  had  wounded  him  in  making  complaints 
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about  carrying  out  the  agreement  concerning  the  three  months' 
salary  while  yoa  were  absent? 

Answer.  He  did  say  that  I  had  wounded  him,  or  stabbed  him  ;  and 
it  was  in  connexion  with  this  matter  of  the  three  months'  pay. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  General  Cullom  say  anything 
about  the  profits  of  his  ofiSce  as  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  What  did  he  say  ? 

Answer.  I  heard  him  say  that  he  thought  he  would  make  some 
$30,000. 

Question.  When  was  that  ? 

Answer.  After  the  passage  of  the  book  resolution,  I  think. 

Question;  State  his  language  as  well  as  you  can  remember  it  ? 

Answer.  He  was  talking  about  the  proceeds  of  his  office,  about  its 
being  a  profitable  office,  and  observed  that  he  would  make  $30,000. 
As  well  as  I  can  recollect,  that  was  what  he  said. 

Question.  Was  this  in  connexion  with  the  books? 

Answer.  He  was  talking  about  the  passage  of  the  resolution 
aothorizing  him  to  purchase  books  for  new  members  of  Congress.  He 
said  he  would  make  $30,000  ;  but  I  will  not  undertake  to  say  whether 
it  was  to  be  made  from  the  books  or  from  the  whole  emoluments  of 
his  office. 

Question.  Was  it  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  office  that  he  expected 
to  make  this  money  ? 

Answer.  I  will  detail  the  matter  as  well  as  I  can.  The  book  reso- 
lation  had  passed ;  I  was  passing  his  room,  and  the  General  was 
talking  about  the  passage  of  that  resolution  and  the  profits  of  his 
office,  and  observed  that  he  would  make  $30,000 — out  of  the  books, 
as  I  understood  it. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  him  make  any  remarks  about  the 
profits  of  his  office  ? 

Answer.  I  have  often  heard  him  say  that  it  was  a  profitable  office. 

Question  Did  you  ever  hear  him  specify  about  how  much  he  would 
make? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  that  I  ever  heard  him  say  anything, 
except  about  the  $30,000. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  him  speak  about  the  profits  of  his 
office  in  connexion  with  his  salary  as  clerk  ? 

Answer.  As  I  understood,  he  said  the  salary  was  not  worth  much 
in  connexion  with  the  profits  of  the  office. 

Question.  Was  it  your  understanding,  from  the  conversation  that 
took  place  between  you  and  the  other  clerks  and  General  Cullom,  that 
substitutes  were  to  be  appointed  in  your  place  while  you  were  absent? 

Answer.  That  is  the  way  we  understood  it,  from  the  fact  that  the 
General  said  that  he  had  other  friends  to  reward. 

Question.  Did  the  proposition  to  go  home  come  from  you  or  from 
him? 

Answer.  It  came  from  him  ;  he  told  me  to  get  ready  to  go  home. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Had  you  not  repeatedly  expressed  a  desire  to  me  to  go 
home? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  said  I  was  very  anxious  to  go  home,  and  ' 
very  glad  to  hear  that  I  was  to  he  allowed  a  chance  to  so. 
Qaestion.  Did  I  not  say  that  you  could  get  ready  and  go? 
Answer.  Yes,  you  did. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  In  reference  to  this  conversation  which  took  place  a 
this  hook  resolution  was  passed,  to  whom  was  that  conversa 
addressed  ? 

Answer.  He  was  talking  fco  me. 

Question.  Tu  you  alone  ? 

Answer.  To  me  alone,  and  to  nohody  else  that  I  recollect. 

Question.  Where  was  this  conversation  held  ? 

Answer.  I  think  either  in  his  room  or  in  front  of  his  office. 

Question.  How  long  was  that  after  the  resolution  had  passed? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect ;  it  was  very  shortly  after. 

Question.  There  were  two  resolutions ;  to  which  do  you  allude? 

Answer.  To  the  one  appropriating  so  much  money  k)  parcl 
hooks,  I  think. 

Question.  Was  that  hefore  or  after  you  and  General  Cullom  1 
had  a  difficulty  ? 

Answer.  Before,  I  think. 

Question.  At  what  time  was  it  when  you  say  he  called  you  ii 
his  room  and  said  you  had  stabhed  him  ? 

Answer.  It  was  at  night,  sometime  in  February  or  in  March  Jo 
before  Congress  adjourned. 

Question.  How  long  hefore  Congress  adjourned  ? 

Answer.  A  night  or  two  ;  I  think,  perhaps,  it  was  the  very  nig 
Congress  did  adjourn  ;  I  cannot  say  particularly  as  to  that;  bat 
know  it  was  just  before  it  adjourned. 

Question.  Was  that  before  or  after  he  had  this  talk  aboat  makii 
$30,000? 

Answer.  It  was  after. 

Question.  How  long  after? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Give  us  your  best  recollection ;  how  many  days  an 
was  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  how  long  it  was. 

Question.  How  long  do  you  suppose  ?  Was  it  one  day,  or  tiro  d«] 
or  three  days  ? 

Answer.  It  might  have  been  longer  than  that ;  I  have  no  particol 
recollection  in  the  world  about  how  long  it  was  ;  I  only  know  thai 
was  just  before  the  adjournment  of  Congress. 

Question.  Was  it  before  you  had  this  conversation  about  y( 
having  stabbed  him? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  the  conversation  about  the  profits  ot  the  on 
was  some  time  before  that. 
By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  we  ever  have  any  other  conversation  after  I  cal 
you  in  the  office  and  told  you  that  you  had  been  unkind  and  ungrat< 
to  me? 


ACCOUNTS  OP  WILLIAM   CULLOM.  397 

8wer.  We  have  never  spoken  together  since,  until  I  met  70a 
we  have  never  had  any  intercourse  since,  either  friendly  or 
wise. 

estion.  Did  you  not,  yourself,  frequently  start  the  conversation 
me,  when  you  approached  me,  about  my  profits  and  prospects  in 

iswer.  I  said  that  I  was  very  glad  that  you  were  in  a  situation 
9  you  could  do  so  well. 

estion.  In  reference  to  the  profits  of  the  office,  did  you  not  y cur- 
tate the  figures  of  what  you  understood  to  be  the  profits  of  the 
,  or  did  I  state  it  ? 

Lswer.  I  did  not  give  any  figures  that  I  recollect  of;  I  knew  your 
y  of  $3,600  a  year,  that  was  all.  All  the  figures  that  I  recollect 
relation  to  the  profits  of  your  office,  or  your  fortune,  was  in  your 
,  one  day,  in  your  boarding  house  I  went  in  there,  and  you 
writing  a  parcel  of  figures,  and  I  was  talking  about  how  much 
p^ere  worth.  I  estimated  that  you  were  worth  so  much ;  that 
lad  been  ofiered  so  many  thousand  dollars  for  your  land.  And 
)bserved  that  if  your  western  land  investments  turned  out  profit- 
you  would  probably  be  worth  $160,000. 

lestion.  In  that  conversation,  do  you  remember  that  I  said  that 
8  contemplating  making  some  considerable  investments  in  alter- 
sections  of  land,  and  were  we  not  estimating  what  would  probably 
ie  increase  of  value  of  those  lands  ?  Was  not  the  whole  calcu- 
D  hypothetical  upon  that  assumption  ? 

aswer.  I  know  this,  that  you  told  me  that  you  owned  between 
D  and  7,000  acres  of  western  land,  as  far  as  I  recollect^  and  that 
wanted  it  to  lay  there  ;  and  if  it  turned  out  well  you  would  b 
h  $150,000. 
lestion.  Did  I  not  advise  you  to  save  money  and  invest  it  in  these 

Dswer.  You  did  advise  me  to  buy  a  land  warrant, 
lestion.  Did  I  not  say  that  I  had  sent  some  land  warrants  out 
to  be  located  there  ? 

Dswer.  I  may  be  mistaken  as  to  the  number  of  acres  you  said  you 
3d;  it  was  a  large  amount,  and  I  think  it  between  5,000  and  7,000 
I.  And  you  said  that  if  it  turned  out  profitably  you  thought  you 
Id  be  worth  $150,000.  And  I  said  1  thought  you  were  worth 
,000  then. 

lestion.  Was  not  the  profit  I  talked  about  making  based  upon 
dea  that  I  would  accomplish  these  investments,  and  that  they 
Id  turn  out  as  I  expected? 

Qswer.  I  have  stated  what  I  understood  to  be  the  fact — that  you 
you  would  make  $30,000  out  of  the  profits  of  the  office,  and  also 
if  your  land  speculations  turned  out  profitably  you  would  be 
h  $150,000,  and  I  said  that  I  thougnt  you  were  worth  then 
,000,  and  stated  the  amount  of  money  you  had  been  ofiered  for 
&nn. 

lesiion.  Did  I  not  own  that  farm  before  I  was  elected  Clerk? 
I8wer.  Yes,  sir. 
lestion.  Something  has  been  said  about  my  building  a  house. 
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§ 

Do  you  not  know  that  that  house  was  commenced  before  I  was  elected 
Clerk ;  that  I  made  the  bricks  for  the  house  some  years  ago  ? 

Answer.  I  know  the  bricks  were  made  before  you  were  elected  Clerk. 

Question.  Was  not  the  foundation  for  the  house  there  for  sometime 
before  I  was  Clerk? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  » 

Question.  Did  I  not  own  the  farm  before  I  was  Clerk? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  and  it  was  the  best  farm  in  the  county,  and  I 
think  you  had  paid  all  for  it  except  some  $8,000,  as  you  informed  me. 

Question.  Had  I  not  credit  and  means,  and  was  I  not  considered  a 
successful  trader  before  I  was  elected  Clerk? 

Answer.  I  supposed  that  you  could  have  commanded  any  amonnt 
of  credit  you  wanted. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  I  traded  very  largely,  and  had  the 
command  of  credit  ? 

Answer.  You  are  a  very  prudent  trader,  and  was  always  trading 
in  stock,  mules,  &c. 

Question.  Have  I  not  always  had  a  large  amount  of  stock  on  my 
farm,  mules,  &c. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  you  have  upwards  of  100  now,  and  I  do 
not  know  how  many  cows.  I  have  always  said  I  considered  you 
wealthy  before  you  came  on  here,  and  I  consider  you  wealthy  now. 

Question.  Did  I  not  have  pretty  nearly  all  the  wealth  that  you 
know  anything  about  before  I  came  here? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  large  amount  of  property  that  you 
have  bought  since.  You  have  bougnt  some  slaves  since  you  have 
been  Clerk,  perhaps  two  of  them,  a  great  many  mules,  and  about 
|9,000  worth  of  land,  and  you  have  paid  all  but  about  |5,000  of  that, 
I  think,  and  I  suppose  your  house  has  cost  you  some  |10,000  or  $12,000. 

Question.  Who  were  present  in  the  room  when  this  agreement 
about  the  three  months'  salary  was  made? 

Answer.  Mr.  Acton,  Mr.  Baily,  Mr.  Greenlease,  Mr.  Stanton,  and 
myself. 

Question.  Do  you  not  recollect  that  Mr.  Parker,  Mr.  Gordon,  and 
Mr.  Wallach  were  there  ? 

Answer.  I  alluded  to  those  who  were  interested  in  the  agreement. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Where  did  that  occur? 

Answer.  Up  in  the  General's  office.  And  the  General  said  that  if 
we  doubted  his  bringing  us  back  and  putting  us  in  office  again — to  use 
his  language — by  God,  1  will  cut  your  heads  off  now.  That  was 
his  remark,  and  when  I  heard  it  I  said,  boys  the  thing's  up. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Was  not  that  in  the  room  just  as  we  were  starling? 

Answer.  I  cannot  locate  the  thing  positively;  but  these  things 
occurred. 

Question.  Did  I  not  merely  make  this  announcement:  gentlemen, 
you  were  desirous  to  go  home,  and  have  been  applying  to  me  for  leave 
of  absence  to  engage  in  the  presidential  canvass  or  something  of  that 
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kind,  and  you  will  therefore  consider  yourselves  out  of  oflSce  during 
the  vacation  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  Ihat. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  language  that  elicited  the  remark 
that  I  made  about  cutting  off  your  heads,  now  ?  Did  not  some  one 
say  to  me — if  you  remove  us  you  will  not  bring  us  back  ? 

Answer.  There  was  something  said  about  engaging  in  politics.  I 
know  that  I  never  would  have  made  a  speech  for  Fillmore,  as  much  as 
1  wanted  him  elected,  if  I  thought  I  was  to  forfeit  my  pay  to  do  so. 

Question.  Did  not  some  one  in  the  crowd  remark  that  if  they  were 
removed  I  would  not  bring  them  back,  and  some  one  else  would  get 
his  place? 

Answer.  My  recollection  is  this :  there  were  some  remarks,  I  do 
not  recollect  by  whom,  that  if  you  removed  any  of  us  there  would  be 
some  editorial  comments  about  it  in  some  of  the  papers,  and  you  said 
you  would  not  remove  any  of  us,  but. we  should  sign  the  pay-roll 
when  we  came  back  and  endorse  over  the  checks  to  those  you  should  say. 

Question.  Was  not  that  a  proposition  coming  from  some  of  those 
who  were  to  be  suspended  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  who  made  the  proposition. 

Question.  Was  it  not  then  that  I  said — if  you  doubt  my  word,  I 
will  cut  your  heads  off  now  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  you  said  you  would  be  damned  if  you  did  not  cut  our 
heads  off  then. 

Mr.  CuUom. — There  is  no  need  to  swear  about  it. 

Witness. — I  am  not  swearing  about  it,  I  am  only  giving  your 
language. 

Question.  Did  we  not  leave  for  Tennessee  that  evening  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  we  left  on  the  evening  train. 

Question.  Were  not  you  and  I  packing  up  then  in  my  room? 

Answer.  We  were  all  packing  up. 

Question.  Was  not  my  first  arrangement  changed  at  the  request  of 
those  who  were  to  be  suspended,  to  avoid  the  matter  being  published 
in  the  papers  ?  was  not  a  proposition  made  to  change  my  plans  so  as 
to  let  you  assign  your  salary  back,  and  did  I  not,  upon  reflection, 
assent  to  it  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  undertake  to  say  from  whom  that  proposition 
came.  But  I  never  considered  myself  removed  from  office,  because  we 
left  under  the  condition  that  we  should  come  back  and  sign  the  pay- 
roll. 

Question.  Was  I  not  forced  to  adopt  such  a  proposition  coming  from 
acme  one  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Question.  When  you  returned,  did  you  not  endorse  the  draft  back 
and  leave  it  with  Mr.  Ingram? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Did  you  not  remain  my  fast  friend  up  to  the  time  when  I 
told  you  that  your  office  would  expire  with  the  session? 

Answer.  I  remained  your  devoted  friend  until,  as  I  have  sworn 
here 
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Question.  Did  you  not  until  the  time  I  notified  you  that  your  office 
would  expire  at  the  end  of  the  session  ? 

Answer.  I  was  General  Cullom's  personal  and  political  friend  until 
I  found  out  I  would  not  get  the  $450.  I  had  previously  contended 
that  he  would  do  right  about  it,  and  pay  it  to  us,  as  he  had  appointed 
no  substitutes  in  our  places. 

Question.  How  could  I  appoint  substitutes  if  I  retained  you  in  office? 

Answer.  That  was  a  mystery  to  me,  why  we  were  called  upon  to 
sign  the  pay-roll  and  assign  over  our  checks  to  others.  But  you  said 
you  had  other  friends  to  reward. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  that  within  a  very  few  days  when  yon 
went  out  of  office,  as  we  were  dining  together  at  Mr  Basey's,  jon 
presented  a  toast  very  complimentary  to  me? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Question.  Was  not  that  very  shortly  before  you  left  office? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was. 

Question.  Repeat  the  language  of  that  toast. 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  one  word  of  it,  if  I  was  going  to  leave 
the  world,  more  than  the  Pope  of  Rome. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Can  you  tell  the  substance  of  it? 
Answer.  It  was  complimentary,  that  I  know. 

By  Mr.  Cullom: 

Question.  Was  it  not  complimentary  to  me  as  a  gentleman  in  every 
point  of  view  ? 

Answer.  The  truth  of  it  is  I  had  become  very  much  attached  to  this 
little  Campbell  from  Ohio.  It  is  true  we  disagreed  in  regard  to  politics, 
and  I  complimented  him  and  you  together. 

Question.  How  long  was  thatafter  you  had  transferred  this  check  back 
about  which  you  have  spoken  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  the  time  when  that  supper  was  ;  whether 
or  not  it  was  at  the  baptising  of  the  child  at  Mr.  Basey's  that  he  had 
named  after  you. 

Question.  Was  it  only  a  few  days  before  you  left  here  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  in   the  month  of now  I  cannot  be 

positive  about  it ;  but  it  was  along  in  January,  or  perhaps,  at  the 
time  of  the  Christmas  holidays. 
By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  you  remain  on  friendly  terms  with  General  Cnllom 
up  to  the  time  he  spoke  of  your  having  stabbed  him  ? 

Answer.  We  never  became  unfriendly  until  the  last  conversation 
we  had  together. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Was  it  not  after  I  had  heard  of  your  conversation  with 
Zollicoffer  that  I  sent  for  you  and  told  you  that  you  had  wounded  me? 

Answer.  Mr.  Stanton  mentioned  the  matter  to  Zollicoffer  first,  and 
then  I  had  an  interview  with  Zollicoffer,  and  he  said  that  he  thought 
that  Cullom  would  do  what  was  right  about  it.     I  also  said  that  I 
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thought  70a  would  do  what  was  right,  until  we  had  this  last  conver- 
sation. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  mention  to  me  about  refunding  the  money 
to  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  because  I  never  saw  the  money,  and  never  knew 
where  it  went. 

Qu^tion.  Did  you  ever  express  any  dissatisfaction  to  me  about  it? 

Answer.  Only  in  the  conversation  to  which  I  have  referred,  when 
I  complained  that  you  had  rewarded  others  who  had  been  absent 
longer  than  I  was,  and  had  dropped  Stanton  and  myself. 

(^estion.  When  we  left  in  August  did  I  not  pay  you  extra  com- 
pensation ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir^  you  paid  me  |360  extra  compensation.  Shortly 
after  I  got  home,  or  perhaps  on  the  day  when  we  went  down  to  the 
barbecue,  you  told  me  that  Whittlesey  had  refused  to  audit  your  ac- 
count on  some  technicality,  and  you  did  not  get  the  money  you  had 
paid  us  for  extra  compensation,  and  said  that  I  must  pay  it  back  to 
joa ;  I  said,  very  well^  but  told  you  that  I  had  paid  out  all  the 
money  I  had  brought  with  me ;  when  I  came  back  here,  I  signed  away 
the  $450  according  to  agreement,  and  I  then  thought  that  it  was  pro- 
bably to  indemnify  you  for  this  extra  compensation,  especially  after 
I  found  that  no  substitutes  had  been  appomted  ;  and  upon  the  final 
adjudication  of  all  our  accounts  up  to  the  28th  of  February^  I  com- 
plained about  this  $450. 

By  Mr.  Curry  : 

Question.  Where  was  this  calculation  made  as  to  what  General  Cul- 
lom  was  worth  ? 

Answer.  In  hii^room  at  his  boarding  house. 

Question.  Was  the  conversation  abcnit  the  profits  of  the  office  in  a 
different  place  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
By  Mr.  Horton  : 

Question.  Did  Gt^eneral  CuUom  appoint  a  substitute  in  your  place 
while  you  were  ajbsent  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  If  he  had  appointed  a  substitute  would  vou  have  con- 
sidered that  you  had  any  reason  to  find  fault  with  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  a  bit.  I  never  would  have  opened  my  mouth 
ahout  it. 

J.J.BURNETT. 

John  McClarin  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman :  ' 

Question.  Where  is  your  place  of  residence  ? 
Answer.  Carthage,  Tennessee. 

Question.  Were  you  connected  in  any  way  with  General  Cxdlom  in. 
his  business  as  Clerk  here  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  was. 

H.  Rep.  Com.  188 26 
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Question.  Were  you  connected  with  him  in  any  way  in  his  private 
and  personal  transactions  ? 

Answer.  Tes^  sir. 

Question.  What  have  been  your  relations  with  General  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  I  was  his  confidential  disbursing  agent,  more  especially 
when  he  was  absent  from  his  home. 

Question.  What  is  your  occupation  in  Tennessee? 

Answer.  I  am  a  merchant  there,  and  have  been  for  fifteen  years  and 
upwards. 

Question.  What  was  Oencral  Cullom's  pecuniary  circumstanoei 
before  he  was  elected  Clerk  of  the  House  of  E^presentatives  ? 

Answer.  He  was  considered  one  of  our  wealthy  men.  It  does  not 
require  so  much  to  make  a  man  wealthy  there  as  it  may  in  other  places. 
But  he  was  reputed  to  be  a  wealthy  man,  and  I  looked  upon  him  as 
such. 

Question.  Did  his  wealth  receive  any  considerable  addition  doriDg 
the  time  of  his  clerkship  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  acquainted  with  General  Cullom  for  eighteen 
or  nineteen  years,  I  reckon  ;  and  from  the  time  of  my  first  acqaaintr 
ance  with  him  his  Fealth  has  been  annually  increasing.  As  be 
increased  in  years  he  increased  in  wealth,  and  latterly  the  increase 
has  been  larger  than  formerly. 

Question.  As  the  ball  increased  in  size,  it  grew  the  more  rapidly  in 
rolling? 

Answer.  That  is  the  way  I  looked  upon  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  that  would  show  or  tend  to  show 
any  corruption,  official  misconduct,  or  any  bad  faith  upon  the  part  of 
General  Cullom,  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties  as  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  anything  of  the  kind  in  any  particular. 
He  placed  some  funds  in  my  hands  for  disbursement ;  but  I  know  not 
where  he  got  them  or  how,  and  I  paid  them  out  according  to  his 
direction  and  orders. 

Question.  What  amount  of  funds  were  placed  in  your  hands? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  exactly  ;  I  suppose  several  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  When  were  these  funds  placed  in  your  hands  ? 

Answer.  I  acted  for  him  in  pretty  much  the  same  capacity  prior  to 
his  being  elected  Clerk,  and  continued  to  act  as  such  during  his  clerk- 
ship. 

Question.  Is  there  any  bank  in  your  place? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  act  for  General  Cullom  in  the  capacity  a  deposit 
banker  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  but  rather,  as  his  financial  agent,  to  pay  out  the 
funds  he  placed  in  my  hands  according  to  the  various  demands  of  his 
plantation.  I  managed  his  business  ror  him  during  his  absence ;  that 
is,  money  was  placed  in  my  hands,  and  I  paid  it  out  according  to  his 
orders. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  what  amount  of  funds  were  placed  in 
your  hands  during  the  time  he  was  Clerk? 

Answer.  I  can  come  pretty  near  the  amount,  as  I  took  a  statement 
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'om  my  cash  accouDt  before  I  came  away.     As  far  as  I  can  reckon 
0^^  the  amount  was  $14,183  15. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Qnestion.  Daring  what  time  was  that? 

Answer.  The  account  to  which  I  refer  commences  on  April  11, 1856, 
nd  runs  along  np  to  the  present  time. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  did  you  do  with  that  money  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  it  out  for  a  great  many  purposes ;  to  the  hands 
rorking  upon  his  plantation.  He  had  a  great  many  white  men  hired, 
nd  also  some  negroes.  He  also  had  a  great  many  workmen  upon  his 
uilding  and  such  like.  He  also  had  some  sawing  done,  and  there 
rere  the  building  e^enses  generally,  I  paid  the  money  out  for  various 
urposes  as  the  demands  might  arise. 

Question.  Up  to  the  time  that  General  Cullom  was  elected  Clerk  of 
he  House  of  Representatives,  what  was  his  character  and  standing  in 
be  community  where  he  lived  as  an  honest  man  and  a  man  of  integrity 
a  his  dealings  ? 

Answer.  He  has  always  been  considered  honest,  upright,  and  correct 
Gi  his  dealings.     That  has  never  been  disputed  that  I  know  of. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  you  say  that  CuUom's  property  had  increased  as 
ears  rolled  on  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  that  it  had  increased  more  latterly  than  it  did 
ormerly  ? 

Answer.  Of  course,  the  increase  was  larger. 

Question.  How  does  the  increase  of  the  last  two  years  compare  with 
brmer  years  ? 

Answer.  Much  larger ;  the  ball  being  large,  as  you  might  say,  the 
increase  was  much  more  as  the  ball  rolled. 

Question.  Has  the  increase  been  very  much  more  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  know  exactly  the  extent  of  General  Cullom's 
means,  or  what  amount  he  may  have  had,  as  it  were,  in  his  pocket- 
book.  He  has  added  some  land  to  his  plantation.  There  has  been 
some  other  increase  of  his  property — I  believe,  a  negro  or  two. 

Question.  Have  his  deposits  with  you  during  the  last  two  years 
l)een  much  larger  than  during  any  preceding  two  years  ? 

Answer.  They  were  larger  than  for  any  other  two  years  ;  in  fact  it 
was  important  for  me  to  have  a  great  deal  of  money  there,  as  his  build- 
ing was  going  on  rapidly  while  he  was  here,  and  it  required  a  great 

deal  of  money  to  pay  the  workmen  upon  his  house ;  to  keep  up  with 

the  carpenters,  and  other  building  expenses,  all  the  time. 
Question.  Was  money  remitted  you  from  this  place? 
Answer.  A  considerable  portion  of  the  money  I  got  was  through 

tbe  bands  of  Mrs.  Cullom,  his  wife ;  a  part  was  irom  a  gentleman 

learned  Mr.  Hance,  who  had  taken  off  to  sell  some  stock  from  the  farm. 

Another  portion  of  it  was  from  a  gentleman  named  McDonald,  for 

>tock  that  he  had  sold. 
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By  Mr.  Cullom :  -i  « 

Question.  Was  not  another  portion  of  it  for  a  large  lot  of  mules 

that  had  been  sold  ?  If 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  by  a  man  named  McHenry ;  and  the  checks,  ,sr,i 

drawn  upon  Mobile  at  a  short  date,  were  placed  in  my  hands  for  col-  j«^ 

lection,  and  I  disbursed  the  proceeds.  ^^, 

By  Mr.  Curry :  -  ^ 

Question.  Was  General  Cullom  embarrassed  or  in  debt  any  when  Z_^ 
he  was  elected  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  consider  him  embarrassed  by  any  means. 

Question.  Was  he  in  debt  any  ?  B; 

Answer.  He  had  bought  a  plantation,  and  I  think  a  portion  of  the  ^ 

purchase  money  was  not  paid  ;  but  I  do  not  know  about  that.    He  ^.^ 

may  have  owed  a  portion  of  that  money.  r-  : 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  him  say  anything  about  the  profits  of  '  -  -^ 

his  office  ?  ^ 

Answer!  Yes,  sir.  ^ 

Question.  What  did  he  say? 

Answer.  He  always  represented  his  office  as  a  very  good  one,  and  '^^ 

said  that  it  was  a  very  profitable  one.  *  ""^ 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  him  say  how  much  he  had  made  or  ^-'^ 

expected  to  make  ?  ^- 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  heard  him  say  how  much  he  had  -^« 

made.     He  may  have  said  that  he  would  make  $30,000  or  |4O,O00;  * 

Erobably  more  than  that.     Sometimes  there  would  be  a  crowd  around 

im,  and  he  would  be  talking,  but  I  do  not  know  that  he  meant  much  ^ 

by  what  he  said.  ^ 

By  the  Chairman  :  - 
Question.  State  what  he  said  ;  the  manner  in  which 4ie  said  it;  the  jm 
time  ;  the  circumstances,  and  all  about  it?  r. 
Answer.  Some  of  his  countrymen  being  around  him,  he  would  tell  -c 
them  that  he  had  got  a  good  office,  and,  as  he  thought,  a  very  profit- 
able one ;  that  he  did  not  know  what  it  would  pay  him,  but  he  thought  m 
he  would  make  some  |30,000  or  |40,000. 

By  Mr.  Curry :  V 

Question.  Did  he  say  he  would  make  that  out  of  his  office? 

Answer.  Every  one  knew  what  the  salary  of  his  office  was,  but   ^ 
was  supposed  that  the  opportunities  for  making  money  were  great  ^ 
his  office.     He  explained  the  matter  by  saying  that  there  were  gO''^ 
opportunities  offered  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives      ^ 
make  money. 

Question.  Did  he  say  what  those  opportunities  were,  at  that  iixx:::^^^ 
or  in  any  other  conversation  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did.     He  spoke  some  about  weste'  ^^I  ^ 
lands,  and  said  that  gentlemen  would  sometimes  come  there  from  tT^^ 
West,  when  a  man  who  had  money  could  invest  it  well  in  lands,     ^^^f 
said  that  at  Washington  city  a  man  had  better  opportunities  to  inv^^^ 
money  profitably  in  western  lands  than  were  usually  offered  in  oth^^^^ 
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68,  and  that  he  had  means  of  information  in  Washington  that 
9  not  come-at-able  in  Carthage. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

uestion.  Did  I  speak  of  other  investments  in  stocks? 
nswer.  Yoii  spoke  about  stocks  ;  or,  in  other  words,  yon  said  that 
ething  might  be  made  out  of  land  warrants,  and  sometimes  by 
ng  advantage  of  the  poverty  of  persons  here  in  Washington  and 
ing  up  real  estate  at  a  low  price  ;  that  so  many  opportunities  were 
«nted  in  Washington  that  a  man  who  had  money  could  make 

9. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

uestion.  Did  he  speak  of  that  as  part  of  the  profits  of  his  office? 
nswer.  He  spoke  of  that  as  one  of  the  advantages  of  being  here 
bat  office,  that  it  gave  him  access  to  means  of  profitable  invest- 
its  through  gentlemen  calling  upon  him  from  different  parts  of  the 
on.  . 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

luestion.  Did  I  also  say  that  having  the  office  of  Clerk  here  was  an 
Drsement  by  which,  when  opportunities  of  speculation  presented 
nselves,  I  could  borrow  and  raise  sums  of  money  that  I  could  not 
jrwise  do  ? 

lUswer.  I  think  that  one  time  you  used  this  expression :  that  you 
id  borrow  from  $30,000  to  |50,000  at  any  time  ;  that  your  position 
e  you  credit  by  which  you  could  command  any  amount  of  means 
t  you  wanted. 

►uestion.  In  reference  to  the  funds  that  have  been  placed  rn  your 
ds,  do  you  not  know  that  a  great  deal  of  it  came  from  other  sources 
Q  my  office  ? 

inswer.  I  tmve  already  said  that  a  considerable  portion  of  it  came 
)agh  the  hands  of  Mrs.  Cullom,  and  some  from  sales  of  your  stock. 
jaestion.  During  many  years  past,  has  not  a  large  amount  of 
ley  come  into  your  hands  from  me  before  I  ever  was  Clerk  ? 
Lnswer.  Yes,  sir;  a  good  many  thousands.  In  fact  to  make  change 
to  save  you  the  trouble  of  holding  your  money  it  was  generally 
in  my  hands.  There  is  one  thing  I  ought  to  state  in  regard  to 
amount  of  money  which  I  stated  had  come  into  my  hands  during 
past  two  years.  Sometimes  money  would  be  placed  in  my  hands 
tor  one  day.  Whenever  General  Cullom  gave  me  money  I  credited 
t  with  it,  and  when  he  drew  it  out  I  charged  him  with  it.  Some- 
es  when  he  drew  out  money,  in  perhaps  a  week's  time  he  would 
irn  it,  as  he  would  find  that  he  could  not  use  it  as  he  expected ;  he 
lid  therefore  be  credited  with  that  money  the  second  time.  I  recol- 
that  Mrs.  Cullom  gave  meat  one  time  |2,175,  which  was  a  part 
S2,500  which  had  been  drawn  out  on  his  account  a  short  time  be^ 
;  and  it  so  happened  that  the  gentleman  to  whom  he  gave  it  could 
invest  it  as  the  General  desired  and  it  was  returned, 
luestion.  Did  not  Mrs.  Cullom  also  let  you  have  money  at  other 
is? 
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Answer.  She  let  me  have  |800  at  one  time  and  |600  at  another ;  bo 
the  account  has  been  increased  in  that  way,  and  I  therefore  thought 
it  bat  right  to  make  this  explanation. 

JOHN  McCLARIN. 

March  8,  1858. 
EusHA  Whittlkset  recalled. 

The  witness  read  the  following  communication  to  the  committee: 

WASHIN9T0K,  UoTch  8,  1858. 

Gentlemen  :  To  avoid  mistakes  in  my  testimony  in  matters  of  record; 
be  pleased  to  request  the  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  Secretary  of  the  Treaaury, 
to  furnish  copies  of  the  following  papers  in  the  office  of  the  Begister 
of  th6  Treasury  :  ^ 

1.  The  account  of  Hon.  William  Cullom,  late  Clerk  of  the  House  ^ 
of  Representatives  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  as  the  same  _" 
is  contained  and  referred  to  in  the  report  of  the  First  Auditor,  No.  ^ 
126,854,  dated  in  that  office  on  the  5th  of  January,  1857,  and  admit-  ."" 
ted  and  certified  by  the  First  Comptroller  on  the  25th  of  March,  185T.  ^ 
Also  a  copy  of  said  report.  ^ 

2.  The  receipts  of  S.  S.  Stanton,  J.  J.  Burnett,  J.  C.  Greenlease, 
and  William  Baily,  for  money  they  acknowledged  to  have  received  of 
Mr.  Cullom,  as  said  clerk,  for  services  rendered  by  them  during  the     ^ 
months  of  September,  October,  and  November,  1856,  if  the  same  are 

on  file  and  were  allowed  to  the  credit  of  Mr.  Cullom. 

3.  That  the  said  Secretary  be  requested  to  inform  the  committee 
whether  Mr.  Cullom,  as  such  clerk,  or  as  such  late  clerk,  has  asked 
to  have  any  money  carried  into  the  treasury  as  having  been  refunded 
by  him  ;  and  if  so,  at  what  time,  to  what  amount,  and  to  what 
account. 

4.  Also,  that  he  inform  said  committee  whether  any  account  has 
been  settled  at  the  Treasury  Department  that  Mr.  Cullom  presented, 
wherein  he  credited  the  United  States  or  charged  himself  with  the 
money  contained  in  said  receipts,  or  with  any  part  thereof. 

5.  Whether  an  account  is  on  file  in  that  aepartment,  not  finally 
disposed  of,  containing  a  credit  or  debit  of  the  character  mentioned  in 
the  last  preceding  inquiry  ;  and  if  so,  when  it  was  filed. 

This  information  I  deem  to  be  necessary  in  my  further  examination 
as  a  witness  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Cullom. 
Most  sincerely  yours, 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

Hon.  Horace  Maynard,  Chairman^  and  the  other  members  of  the  cc^ 
mittee  to  investigate  the  conduct  and  accounts  of  the  Hon.  WillC^^^^ 
CvUomj  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  BepreserUaiives. 

Chairman. — I  was  not  aw^re  that  any  such  future  examination  ^^^ 
contemplated. 

Witness, — The  committee  will  recollect  that  T  was  asked  if  I  kc^^'^ 
anything  further  that  would  show,  or  that  tended  to  show,  any  nd^' 
feasance  or  misfeasance  upon  the  part  of  Mr.  Cullom,  and  I  said  ^^ 
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le  time  that  I  did  not  koow  of  anything.  I  now  wish  this  informa- 
ion  for  the  purpose  of  more  fully  answering  that  inquiry. 

Mr,  GuUom. — In  other  words,  you  desire  to  appear  upon  the  record 
18  my  prosecutor. 

Witness, — I  do  not  enter  into  any  controversy  with  you  upon  that 
abject. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Mr.  Ingram  has  suggested  a  matter  to  me  of  which  I 
ave  been  requested  to  ask  of  you  an  explanation.  In  a  letter,  to 
rhich  I  called  your  attention  the  other  day  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Jullom,  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  reference  to 
bis  $10,000  requisition,  you  say  that  Mr.  CuUom  had  applied  for  the 
loney  to  pay  the  second  class  but  not  the  first ;  my  attention  has  been 
ailed  to  a  list  of  persons  furnished  to  you  by  Mr.  Ingram  very  nearly 
otemporaneous  in  time  with  that  |10,000  requisition,  giving  the 
lames  of  the  persons  he  proposed  to  pay  and  the  amount  he  proposed 
opay  to  each.  This  list,  as  your  letter  shows,  was  afterwards  proven 
0  be,  after  close  examination,  strictly  correct.  The  explanation  I  am 
^quested  to  ask  of  you  is  this :  How  was  it  that  with  that  paper  in 
rour  possession,  from  the  Clerk's  oflSce,  giving  the  names  of  the  per- 
lons  to  be  paid— which  persons  you  afterwards  did  pay— and  the 
unount  to  be  paid  to  each,  you  should  in  your  communication  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  represent  this  $10,000  requisition  as  being 
called  for  to  pay  one  class  and  not  the  other  ? 

Answer.  According  to  my  recollection,  after  this  requisition  for 
$10,000  was  asked  for,  entertaining  the  belief  that  it  referred  to  the 
McoDd  class  and  not  to  the  first,  there  was  an  effort  made  on  the  part 
of  the  office,  as  Mr.  CuUom  had  not  made  a  requisition  to  pay  them, 
to  ascertain  who  there  were  who  did  not  come  within  the  resolution  of 
July  20,  1854.  I  think  the  correspondence  will  show,  but  I  am  not 
certain  of  that,  that  that  list  was  got  up  in  the  Comptroller's  office, 
and  was  referred  to  Mr.  CuUom,  or  to  Mr.  Ingram  as  representing  Mr. 
CuUom,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  its  accuracy.  According  to 
my  recollection,  that  list  did  not  proceed,  in  the  first  place,  from  the 
Clerk's  office.  My  belief  is  that  an  application  was  made  to  the 
Clerk's  office  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  who  would  come  in  under 
the  other  branch  of  the  resolution.  But  as  the  letters  are  here  they 
^11  show  the  whole  transaction. 

Question.  Then,  if  it  turns  out,  upon  an  examination  of  the  record, 
that  that  list  originated  from  the  Clerk's  office,  and  not  from  the 
Comptroller's  office,  will  that  show  that  you  are  ^mistaken  in  your 
recollection? 

Answer.  If  that  list  was  sent  down  from  the  Clerk's  office  without 
iny  application  from  the  CbmptroUer's  office,  then  I  am  mistaken. 

Qaestion.  It  it  turns  out,  upon  examination,  that  when  they  sent 
Aat  $10,000  requisition,  or  shortly  afterwards,  they  also  sent  a  list  of 
'he  persons  to  be  paid,  and  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  each  ;  will  not  that 
ihow  that  you  were  mistaken  in  your  impression  that  they  intended 
io  apply  the  money  thus  asked  for  to  one  class  and  not  to  another,  or, 
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in  other  words,  that  they  intended  to  misapply  it  in  the  payment  of 
one  class  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  that  does  not  follow. 

Question.  Would  not  that  seem  to  be  a  complete  answer  to  the  sup- 
position that  they  intended  to  misapply  the  money? 

Answer.  They  did  not  send  that  list  when  they  sent  the  $10,000 
requisition. 

Question.  I  said  that  if  they  sent  a  list  then,  or  immediately  after- 
wards, or  shortly  afterwards,  woula  such  a  conclusion  follow  ? 

Answer.  They  never  moved  in  the  Clerk's  office  to  pay  that  other 
class  until,  either  by  conversation  or  writing,  they  were  requested  to 
make  application  for  that  class  of  employes  who  did  not  come  under 
the  resolution  of  July  20,  1854. 

Question.  I  understand  the  facts  as  you  state  them.  Bat  if  ihet 
record  should  show  such  a  state  of  facts  as  I  have  supposed,  the  qnes^ 
tion  is,  would  such  a  conclusion  as  I  have  suggested  follow  ? 

Answer.  I  would  prefer  to  have  it  proven  that  such  is  the  fact  before 
I  make  any  concession. 

Question.  I  do  not  ask  you  to  make  any  concession.  I  ask  the  qnes- 
tion  onl^  for  my  own  information,  as  I  shall  be  called  upon  to  act 
upon  this  matter. 

Answer.  It  is  capable  of  being  proven  precisely  how  the  transaction 
took  place*  If  it  be  so  that  there  was  such  a  list  sent  at  or  about  the 
time  the  requisition  was  drawn  from  the  Clerk's  office,  without  any 
application  of  any  kind  from  the  Comptroller's  office,  and  before  my 
letter  was  written  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  then  I  admit  that 
I  was  mistaken. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  how  long  it  was  after  that  list  was 
gotten  up  or  made  out,  that  the  payment  was  made  at  the  treasury? 

Answer.  It  was  just  as  sooti  as  we  could  ascertain  whether  the  list 
was  correct  or  not 

Question.  My  attention  has  been  called  by  Mr.  Ingram  to  the  fol- 
lowing letter — B  No.  13,  Treasury  Documents — addressed  by  you  to 
Mr.  Cullom  : 

**  Treasury  Department, 
^^CampiroUer's  Office,  September  26,  1856. 
**  Sir  :  By  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  I  transmit 
to  you  treasury  draft  No.  2,381  for  |23,975,  to  pay  to  the  respective 
persons  the  usual  extra  compensation  embraced  in  the  resolution  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  15th  of  August,  1856,  whose 
names  are  in  the  list  I  send  yon,  and  which  agrees  with  the  list  or  roll 
furnished  from  your  office." 
*'Hon.  William  Cullom, 

**  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepreaentatives." 

I  am  requested  to  ask  what  the  sentence  '*  which  agrees  with  the 
list  or  roll  furnished  from  your  office,"  would  seem  to  show  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  examination  of  the  papers  will  show  that  the 
roll  was  called  for  by  the  Comptroller's  office,  and  was  not  volun- 
tarily furnished  by  the  Clerk's  office. 
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By  Mr.  Curry  : 

Question.  Was  that  application  made  by  the  Comptroller's  office 
crbally  or  in  writing  ? 
Answer.  I  think  it  was  made  in  writing. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  I  am  requested  to  call  your  attention  to  the  following 
stter,  addressed  by  you  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury — B  No.  9, 
treasury  Documents : 

"  Treasury  Department, 
*'  Comptroller's  Office^  September  24,  1856. 

"Sir:  I  return  to  you  the  list  of  employes  furnished  by  the  chief  clerk 
f  the  House  of  Representatives,  showing  the  names  of  the  persons  he 
opposed  were  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  fore  part  of  the  resolution 
f  the  House  of  Representatives  of  August  15,  1856,  embraced  by 
bese  words,  to  wit :  *  Reaclvedy  That  the  Clerk  be  directed  to  pay, 
at  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House,  the  usual  extra  compensation 
)  that  class  of  employes  who  received  the  same  at  the  last  Congress.' 

"  The  accuracy  of  the  list  has  been  thoroughly  and  satisfactorily 
38ted,  in  my  opinion,  by  an  examination  of  the  accounts  of  Mr.  For- 
ey,  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  ascertain  the  class 
f  persons  or  employes  who  received  the  usual  compensation  at  the 
3(1  Congress." 

"Hon.  James  Guthrie, 

**  Secretary  of  the  Treasury." 

Would  not  that  imply  that  the  Clerk's  office  furnished  the  list? 
Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  that  they  furnished  a  list,  but  my  impression 
3  that  it  was  first  asked  for  by  the  Comptroller's  office. 

By  Mr.  Davis: 

Question.  Will  not  the  record  and  papers  here  show  that  fact  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  so  ;  though  I  cannot  say  that  everything 
^as  sent  from  the  Comptroller's  office,  in  obedience  to  the  call  of  this 
ommittee.  If  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Ingram  or  to  Mr.  Cullom  upon  this 
object,  the  letters  will  be  found  to  have  been  recorded  in  the  Comp- 
''oller's  office.  It  might  have  been  requested  of  them  verbally,  but  I 
0  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Ingram.  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  you  at  all  upon  this 
ubject. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Here  is  another  letter  to  which  I  am  requested  to  call  your  atten- 
on— B  No.  4,  Treasury  Documents.  It  is  addressed  by  you  to  the 
Bcretary  of  the  Treasury,  under  date  of  September  12,  1856.  In  it 
find  the  following  parapraph : 

'*  This  will  be  accompanied  by  a  requisition  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
f  Representatives,  by  his  chief  clerk,  W.  P.  Ingram.  It  contains  a 
>11  of  the  names,  and  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  each.'' 

Witpess.  As  I  said  the  other  day,  there  seems  to  be  a  confusion 
mcerning  the  facts  in  regard  to  this  transaction. 
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Chairman.  I  have  called  your  attention  to  this  matter  becBnse  I 
thought  that  it  was  but  an  act  of  justice  to  you,  in  order  that  you 
might  have  an  opportunity  to  explain  it.  I  can  readily  see  how,  in 
the  ten  thousand  transactions  that  you  were  engaged  in  while  in  the 
CJomptroller's  office,  you  might  not  be  able  to  recall  them  all  correctly 
here  ;  and  I  have  been  exceedingly  surprised  at  the  astoiiishing  ac(fa- 
racy  with  which  you  have  referred  here,  in  a  mere  verbal  examination, 
to  dates  and  matters  of  record. 

Witness.  As  I  said  when  explaining  the  other  day,  my  mind  is  not 
exactly  satisfied  or  settled  as  to  the  correctness  of  all  these  matters. 
With  the  permission  of  the  committee,  I  desire  to  ask  a  question, 
informally,  of  Mr.  Ingram.  (To  Mr.  Ingram.)  Did  you  ever  make 
any  requisition  for  the  twenty-three  thousand  nine  hundred  and  odd 
dollars  transmitted  from  the  Treasury  Department  for  the  payment  of 
this  extra  compensation  ? 

Mr.  Ingram.     I  made  a  requisition  for  ten  thousand  dollars. 

Witness.  Did  you  ever  make  any  other  requisition  in  reference  to 
that  extra  compensation  ? 

Mr.  Ingram.     I  did  not. 

Witness  (to  the  committee.)  I  am  pleased  that  Mr.  Ingram  sustains 
my  recollection  in  that  particular. 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

John  C.  Hives  called  and  sworn  : 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence,  and  o£5cial  connexion  with  the 
House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  My  voting  residence  is  in  Maryland,  but  my  place  of  busi- 
ness is  in  this  city,  where  the  most  of  my  time  is  spent.  My  official 
relation  to  the  House  of  Representatives  is  that  of  reporter  of  its 
debates. 

QueHtion.  How  long  have  you  held  your  official  relation,  in  that 
character,  to  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  From  1846  to  the  present  time  continuously. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  business  transactions  with  Mr.  Callom, 
as  late  Clerk  of  the  House  ? 

Answer.  I  have  received  from  him,  or  from  his  chief  clerk,  Mr. 
Ingram,  money  for  the  Congressional  Globe,  and  for  some  other 
printing  that  I  have  done  for  the  House  ;  nothing  else  that  I  oow 
recollect. 

Question  Did  you  ever  furnish  him,  or  any  agent  of  his,  with  any 
books  published  at  your  oflice?  , 

Answer.  I  furnished  Mr.  Taylor,  of  the  firm  of  Taylor  &  Maury, of 
this  city,  with  thirty  sets  of  the  reports  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
on  finances.  I  understood  they  were  for  Mr.  CuUom,  to  be  furnished 
to  members  of  the  House. 

Question.  What  books  do  you  publish  that  have  been  furnished  to 
members  of  Congress  by  resolutions  of  the  two  houses  of  Congress? 

Answer.  The  reports  of  the  Secretary  on  Finances;  the  Diplomatic 
Correspondence  ;  and  the  Congressioned  Globe  and  Appendix. 
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Qaestion.  Did  you  furnish  for  the  use  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tivesy  auy  of  these  works  during  the  last  Congress,  excepting  the 
copies  you  have  mentioned  as  furnished  to  Mr.  Taylor  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  applied  to  hy  Mr.  Cullom,  or  by  any  one 
for  him  to  furnish  any  books  ? 

Answer.  On  the  21st  of  March  last,  Mr.  Hugh  Tyler  asked  me  into 
Mr  Callom's  room.  Although  he  did  not  mention  the  subject,  I 
thought  I  knew  what  he  desired  to  speak  to  me  about,  and  felt  satis- 
fied that  it  was  in  regard  to  furnishing  books  to  supply  members  of 
the  House.  I  would  not  answer  him  upon  that  subject,  though  I  did 
go  into  the  room.  Mr.  CuUom  met  me  in  the  street,  probably  in 
March  or  April  last,  or  perhaps  it  might  have  been  in  May,  and  told 
me  that  be  had  been  to  my  office  about  twenty  times  to  see  me  about 
these  books,  and  had  not  been  able  to  see  me,  and  asked  me  when  he 
could  see  me.  I  said  that  he  could  see  me  at  any  time.  He  asked  me 
if  he  could  see  me  on  that  day,  and  I  said  that  he  could  see  me  at  any 
time  within  three  or  four  hours  from  that  time.  But  I  never  saw  him 
afterwards  about  that  matter.  When  I  went  back  to  my  office,  I  asked 
my  clerk  why  he  had  not  informed  me  of  Mr.  CuUom  having  been 
there  so  often.  He  said  that  he  knew  Mr.  Cullom  well,  but  had  never 
seen  him  there. 

Question.  I  am  requested  to  ask  you  whether  you  ever  received  an 
order  from  Mr.  Cullom,  or  from  his  office,  for  a  number  of  copies  of 
books? 

Answer.  I  received  a  verbal  communication — which  I  understood  to 
bean  order  from  Mr.  CuUom's  chief  clerk,  as  Mr.  Cullom  was  not 
here — from  a  Mr.  Bailey,  for  fifty  copies  of  the  Congressional  Globe 
and  Appendix.  I  told  Mr.  Bailey  I  would  furnish  them.  I  made  out 
a  bill  and  a  receipt  for  that  amount  of  books,  and  brought  it  up  here 
to  the  Capitol.  The  books  were  not  delivered,  but  were  ready  to  be 
delivered.  I  saw  Mr.  Ingram  after  a  while,  and  he  told  me  that  he  could 
not  pay  the  bill  until  Mr.  Cullom  came  back,  as  he  did  not  want  the 
last  six  volumes  in  each  set.  I  had  made  up  the  sets  of  forty-three 
volumes  each.  I  left  Mr.  Ingram.  When  Mr.  Cullom  came  back,  I 
Raw  him,  and  he  said  he  did  not  need  the  last  six  volumes  of  each  set. 
I  understood  him  to  say  that  Mr.  Cobb,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
had  said  that  he  should  not  furnish  the  last  six  volumes.  I  replied 
to  him  laughingly,  as  far  as  1  can  recollect,  that  if  Mr.  Cobb  would 
lay  so,  I  would  remove  the  war  from  him  to  Mr.  Cobb. 

By  Mr.  Cullom: 

Question.  Did  I  not  say  that  my  construction  of  the  resolution  was 
that  it  directed  me  to  furninh  the  same  books  to  members  of  the  34th 
Congress,  that  were  furnished  to  members  of  the  83d  Congress,  com- 
prising the  first  37  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix? 

Answer.  Ton  may  have  said  so.     But  I  said  you  had  to  take  the 

l*ull  sets  or  take  none,  for  I  would  not  break  a  set  for  government  or 

anybody  else,  for  if  I  did  so,  I  would  have  to  reprint  the  first  volumes 

l^efore  I  had  disposed  of  the  later  volumes.     I  did  not  think  it  worth 

while  to  call  on  Mr.  Cobb  immediately.     But  a  month  afterwards  or 
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thereabouts,  I  saw  him  and  spoke  to  him  about  the  matter.  He 
said  that  iu  giving  his  opinion  he  had  intended  to  be  understood  as 
saying  that  so  far  as  the  first  part — the  indemnity  part — of  the  appro- 
priation was  concerned,  it  covered  only  the  37  volumes  that  were 
published  at  the  time  the  resolution  of  July,  1856,  was  passed,  and 
under  which  were  purchased  those  books  for  which  the  Clerk  was  to 
be  indemnified.  But  he  said  that  he  considered  that  so  far  as  the 
latter  part  of  the  appropriation  was  concerned,  relating  to  the  purchase 
of  books  after  that  appropriation  was  passed,  it  required  that  full  sets 
should  be  purchased.  But  he  said  that  matter  was  Mr.  Medill's 
business.  I  called  upon  Mr.  Medill,  the  First  Comptroller,  and  he 
said  that  it  was  his  opinion  that. full  sets  of  43  volumes  should  be  fur- 
nished to  libraries,'  under  the  latter  part  of  the  section  appropriating 
money  to  carry  out  the  resolution  ot  July,  1856.  But  that  he  had 
decided  that  the  indemnifying  clause  of  that  appropriation,  covering 
the  purchases  made  under  the  resolution  of  July,  1856,  and  before  the 
subsequent  session  of  Congress,  only  embraced  the  37  volumes  that 
were  published  at  the  time  that  resolution  was  passed. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  the  Clerk  of  the  House  the  fifty  sets  you 
have  referred  to  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  refuse  to  furnish  them  for  the  reason  you  have 
stated? 

Answer.  I  refused  to  furnish  them  for  the  reason  that  I  would  pot 
sell  to  government  or  anybody  else,  a  portion  of  the  sets  comprising 
the  first  volumes,  because  I  had  the  last  six  volumes  stereotyped,  and 
if  I  sold  the  first  volumes,  and  not  the  others,  I  would  have  to  reprint 
them  before  I  had  disposed  of  the  last  six  volumes. 

Question.  Could  these  books  published  by  you,  have  been  obtained 
at  any  other  place  or  of  any  other  person  than  you  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  could  not,  though  they  might  have  been. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  still  remaining  in  this 
city,  unboxed  and  undisposed  of,  any  copies  of  the  same  works  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  members  of  Congress  have  been  in 
the  habit,  to  any  extent,  of  selling  their  books,  either  to  book-sellers 
in  town  here  or  to  any  other  persons? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  such  a  thing,  but  I  do  not  know  it  to  be 
so.     I  believe  it  has  been  done  to  some  extent. 

Question.  I  am  requested  to  ask  you  if  you  ever  bought  any  such 
books  yourself? 

Answer,  The  appropriation  to  pay  for  supplying  the  members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  with  twenty-four  copies  of  the  current 
debates  of  the  session — the  current  set  as  it  is  called — was  insufficient 
to  pay  for  the  books  to  be  furnished  to  Mr.  Whitfield,  the  delegate 
from  Kansas,  and  he  did  not  get  them.  When  he  came  back  here  he 
wanted  me  to  let  him  have  the  money  for  those  books,  and  I  gave  him 
an  order  for  the  same  sum  of  money  that  I  would  have  received  from 
the  government  if  I  had  delivered  the  books.     I  wQuld  rather  have 
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bad  the  money  than  to  have  retained  the  books,  but  to  accommodate 
him  I  let  him  have  the  order  for  the  money.     Bat  those  books  were 
not  the  full  set.     He  did  not  obtain  the  books  at  the  time  the  others 
got  them,  and  afterwards  he  did  not  need  them. 
Question.  Did  he  ever  get  the  books  ? 
'Answer.  I  do  not  suppose  he  ever  did. 

By  Mr,  Davis : 

Question.  Were  the  books  which  you  refer  to,  the  twenty-four  copies 
to  which  each  member  is  entitled  at  every  session  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  money  did  you  let  him  have? 

Answer.  I  did  not  let  him  have  any  money,  for  the  money  for  the 
books  never  came  into  my  hands  at  all. 

Question.  Then  you  let  Mr.  Whitfield  have  the  same  money  that 
you  got  from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  gave  him  an  order  for  the  same  amount  that  I  would 
have  got  if  I  had  delivered  the  books  to  the  government,  but  I  never 
did  have  the  money  myself  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Were  those  books  the  same  as  are  included  under  the 
book  resolution  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  they  were  the  twenty-four  copies  of  the  volumes 
of  the  current  debates  published  during  the  session,  which  are  fur- 
nished to  every  member  of  Congress  at  each  session.  The  books 
under  the  book  resolution  comprise  one  copy  containing  all  the 
volumes  that  may  have  been  published  both  for  that  session  and  all 
the  previous  ones. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  I  am  requested  to  ask  you  if  that  is  the  only  instance 
that  you  know  of  books  being  either  bought  or  commuted  for  money, 
either  by  yourself  or  by  any  person  for  you  ? 

Answer.  That  is  the  only  instance  I  recollect. 
By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Did  you  not  buy  twenty  volumes  of  the  Globe,  voted  to 
Mr.  Kidwell,  of  Virginia,  for  distribution,  of  him? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of.  I  never  bought  any  man's  full  set 
of  bonks  that  I  now  recollect. 

Question.  Was-  there  not  some  comniutation,  which  is  the  same 
thing  as  a  purchase,  made  with  Mr.  Kidwell? 

Answer.  Mr.  Kidwell  may  have  made  some  such  arrangement,  I 
have  understood  at  my  clerk's  o£5ce  that  some  members  have  got 
speeches  and  left  the  current  volumes  of  the  Globe  to  pay  for  them. 

Question.  Were  the  books  left  with  you  ? 

Answer.  Not  the  full  set  of  books  under  any  book  resolution,  but 
only  the  current  volumes.  If  you  will  examine  my  clerks  they  will 
tell  you  that,  tTiough  some  members  have  said  they  would  rather  have 
speeches  than  the  books,  I  have  always  objected  to  any  such  arrange- 
ment. I  never  have  purchased  a  full  set.  I  attempted  once  to  obtain 
a  particular  volume  that  I  wanted  by  purchase  of  a  full  set  from  some 
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person  in  Ohio  at  five  dollars  a  volume,  bat  I  got  cheated  in  that 
matter,  as  the  volume  that  I  wanted  I  did  not  get. 

Question.  Did  you  not  retain  twenty  volumes  of  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Kidwell's  Globes,  for  which  you  were  paid  the  full  price  by  the  go?- 
ernment  as  though  you  had  delivered  them  ? 

Answer.  I  h^  no  such  transaction.  My  clerks  may  hare  done 
something  of  the  kind  in  the  settlement  of  an  account. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  records  of  the  Clerk's  office 
show  that  fact  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  your  records  ;  I  know  mine  tolerably  well. 

Question.  Did  you  not  also  buy  twenty  volumes  of  Hon.  Volncy 
E.  Howard  in  the  same  way? 
By  Mr.  Horton : 

To  Mr.  CuUom.  Do  you  refer  to  the  current  volume^  or  to  the  fall 
•et  of  books  ? 

Mr.  CfMonij  (referring  to  a  paper  in  his  hands.)  It  says:  *'To 
which  I  am  entitled  as  member  of  the  House.'' 

Answer  by  the  witness.  I  do  not  recollect  of  purchasing  a  member's 
full  set  of  books.     It  never  has  been  done  to  my  knowl^ge.    I  hare 
never  desired  to  do  it. 
By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  you  not  also  purchase  books  of  the  Hon.  W.  Spragne; 
not  only  the  current  volumes  of  which  you  speak,  but  also  those  in- 
cluded in  the  library  branch  of  the  department — the  CoDgressional 
Globe  and  Appendix,  the  Attorneys'  General  Opinions,  and  the 
Finance  Reports,  to  which  he  was  entitled  as  a  member  of  the  thirtj- 
first  Congress  ?     Did  you  not  retain  those  books,  charge  them  to  the 

foverument,  and  receive  the  money  for  them  the  same  as  though  joa 
ad  delivered  them  ? 

Answer.  I  recollect  no  such  transaction.  I  do  not  recollect  who 
Mr.  Sprague  was. 

Question.  The  committee  can  see  whether  you  are  right  by  calling 
upon  the  Clerk's  oflfice  ibr  documents  left  on  file  there  by  my  prede- 
cessor. Colonel  Forney.  I  will  also  ask  you  if  you  did  not  purchase 
of  the  Hon.  John  W.  Thompson,  late  member  from  Virginia,  hi* 
entire  set  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  to  which  he  was 
entitled,  to  be  credited  in  your  office  on  his  account  with  you? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Did  you  not  file  these  orders  in  the  Clerk's  office,  and 
retain  the  books  in  your  possession  ? 

Answer.  My  recollection  is  positive  that  I  never  applied  to  any 
member  for,  and  never  bought  of  any  member,  his  set  of  books. 

Question.  Has  not  that  been  done  through  your  agent? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  my  clerks  have  done.     I  know  that 
members  have  often  oflered  me  their  current  volumes  in  settlement  of 
their  accounts,  and  I  have  said  that  I  would  rather  let  their  accoanta  | 
stand  over,  even  if  1  lost  them,  than  to  take  their  books.     But  I  sup- 1 

fose  some  of  them  have  gotten  them  in  order  to  pay  their  accounts.  | 
never  purchased  a  full  set  in  my  life,  and  never  desired  to  purchase  \ 
a  full  set. 

Question.  When  I  was  a  member  of  Congress  did  I  not  have  an 
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oouDt  with  you  for  printiDg  speeches,  which  we  let  stand  over  under 
;reement  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  very  likely. 

Question.  Do  you  not  remember  that  before  I  left  town,  as  we  were 
liking  about  settling  my  account  you  asked  me  if  I  needed  all  my 
flobes,  and  proposed,  if  it  was  agreeable  to  me,  to  take  enough  books 
)  balance  my  account  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  made  such  a  proposition  to  any  man. 
!he  proposition  has  been  made  to  me,  but  I  have  always  opposed  it. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  conversation  ? 

Answer.  No  ;  I  recollect  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  but  I  recollect  my 
abiis  of  doing  business. 

Question.  I  will  ask  jou  then  how  has  it  been  in  regard  to  other 
arsons  ? 

Answer.  I  certainly  have  never  requested  such  a  thing.  It  may 
lave  been  done  in  my  office  to  settle  an  account,  but  that  was  not  for 

full  set. 

Question.  I  will  also  ask  you  if  you  did  not,  a  short  time  since, 
nthin  the  last  year,  buy  back  a  great  many  Globes  and  other  books 
hat  had  been  bought  in  by  parties  in  this  city  ? 

Answer.  I  bought  from  Mr.  John  F.  Callan  a  hundred  and  odd 
dames,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  eight  sets  of  the  compromise 
CBsion  of  1849  and  1850,  as  I  could  buy  all  the  volumes  as  cheaply 
« I  could  buy  the  eight. 

Question.  Of  whom  else  have  you  bought  these  books? 

Answer.  Of  no  one  that  I  recollect. 

Question.  Did  any  agent  ever  do  it  for  you  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of;  I  never  had  any  agency  to  buy  my 
books,  because  I  was  opposed  to  it ;  1  had  the  books  myself  to  sell,  and 
lid  not  want  to  buy  them. 

Question.  Did  you  not  buy  some  of  Mr.  Dieth,  of  Georgetown  ? 

Answer.  I  bought  some  odd  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe,  as 

wanted  some  of  the  first  volumes  and  had  to  take  a  large  number  in 
•rder  to  get  them. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  buy  a  lot  of  Mr.  Shillington  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Did  not  your  agent  do  it? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of ;  I  never  had  any  agent  to  buy  up 
rlobes  for  me. 

Question.  Did  you  honor  the  act  of  your  agent  by  paying  Mr.  Shil- 
Dgton  for  a  lot  of  books  ? 

Answer.  I  never  paid  him  for  anything  of  the  kind.     I  speak  so 

)sitively  for  I  know  my  mind.     In  regard  to  Mr.  Dieth,  I  wanted 

le  first  volumes  to  avoid  reprinting,  and  took  as  many  as  I  could  get, 

it  I  had  to  reprint  after  all. 

Question.   Were  not  all  your  purchases  at  a  discount  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know ;  I  think  I  made  an  exchange  with  Mr. 

ieth. 

Question.  How  was  it  with  Mr.  Callan  ? 

Answer.  I  bought  a  hundred  and  odd  volumes  of  him  to  get  eight 

Ib  of  the  compromise  session,  of  which  I  was  getting  short. 
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Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  him  for  them  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  |200  ;  I  was  after  the  eight  sets  of  thecom- 
promise  session,  and  could  get  the  hundred  and  odd  volumes  as  cheaply 
as  I  could  get  the  eight  sets. 

Question.  Then  it  appears  that  you  were  enabled  to  gettheeigbt 
sets  of  the  compromise  session,  though  they  were  so  much  songlit 
for? 

Answer.  Mr.  Callan  had  been  asking  me  for  years  to  buy  them  oi 
him. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  buy  any  books  from  Mr.  Morrison  that  he 
had  left  over  after  filling  the  orders  of  Colonel  Forney  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Could  these  books  have  been  procured,  except  from  you, 
to  carry  out  the  resolution  of  the  last  Congress  ? 

Answer.  My  opinion  is  that  complete  sets  could  not  have  been  ob- 
tained to  the  number  that  General  CuUom  was  in  need  of.  But  the 
thing  was  possible,  for  the  books  had  been  printed. 

Question.  How  many  copies  had  been  printed  and  sold  previous  to 
that  time? 

Answer.  I  suppose  I  had  sold  to  Congress,  first  and  last,  YOOor800 
complete  sets. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Did  you  sell  many  to  private  individuals? 
Answer.  Rarely  of  late  years,  since  they  have  increased  to  so  many 
volumes. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Have  any  sets  been  furnished  to  the  departments? 

Answer.  To  some,  but  not  all  of  them.  I  think  I  furnished  the 
Comptroller  with  a  set,  and  I  think  they  have  a  set  in  the  Treasury 
Department. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  members  who  had  received  these 
books  had  taken  them  away  or  had  disposed  of  them  to  booksellert 
and  to  other  persons  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  that  members  have  so  disposed  of  their  hooks, 
but  do  not  know  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  General  Cullom,  while  he  was 
Clerk  of  the  House,  furnished  books  to  members  under  the  resolutiou 
of  the  last  Congress?  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  possible  for  hiffl 
to  have  done  so,  and  to  what  extent  it  was  possible  for  him  to  have 
done  so  ?  Have  you  the  knowledge  of  any  facts  in  your  possession 
that  will  enable  you  to  answer  this  question  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  has  furnished  such  books;  hut  I  i 
know  that  Taylor  &  Maury,  and  Shillington  have  accounts  that  they  j- 
have  furnished  these  books.     I  furnished  Mr.  Taylor  with  an  imperfect  i- 
set.     He  came  into  my  oflSce  and  wanted  to  get  a  set  of  me  at  less  than  . 
the  regular  price.     I  had  a  set  on  my  counter  which  I  said  he  migW 
have,  but  I  told  him  that  it  was  imperfect.     It  was  a  set  of  odds  and  j 
ends,  the  binding  not  at  all  regular.     He  wanted  to  know  if  the  bind-|a 
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ing  could  be  changed,  bat  I  said  I  could  not  I  told  bim  the  books 
were  imperfect  in  other  respects,  but  he  said  Mr.  Cullom  would  take 
them,  no  matter  what  they  were.  I  think  his  precise  words  were, 
"  He  will  take  anything." 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  When  did  you  furnish  Taylor  with  these  books  ? 
Answer.  .Not  till  late ;  not  till  September  or  October. 
Question.  Was  it  under  the  indemnity  resolution  ? 
Answer.  It  was  long  after  that  resolution  was  passed. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  I  think  that  you  have  misapprehended  the  force  of  my 
question.  My  question  is  this :  Whether  it  was  possible  for  Mr.  Cul- 
lom to  have  furnished  sets  of  these  books,  published  by  you,  to  mem- 
bers, to  the  number  of  25  or  50,  not  having  procured  them  of  you,  as 
you  h^ve  testified?  Could  he  have  obtained  that  number  of  sets 
elsewhere  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  possible,  but  I  do  not  think  it  all  probable, 
though  they  were  printed. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  the  Clerk  having  obtained  any  of  the 
books  required  of  any  parties  in  this  place  ? 

Answer.  I  have  seen  a  statement  that  he  purchased  some  of  Mr. 
Shillington  and  some  of  Taylor  &  Maury.     I  do  not  know  of  any  other 

Sifij  who,  it  is  said,  sold  him  books.  I  saw  one  copy  on  Taylor  & 
aury's  counter,  and  I  understood  that  it  was  to  go  up  to  the  Capitol. 
It  did  not  contain  the  right  number  of  volumes,  but  it  might  have  been 
a  full  copy  by  having  two  volumes  bound  in  one.  I  never  sold  them 
a  set,  except  the  imperfect  one  I  have  mentioned.  It  contained  an 
imperfect  volume  that  Mr.  Smith,  of  Virginia,  had  received  among  his 
books,  and  which  he  had  brought  back  and  exchanged. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 
Question.  Do  you  know  what  Mr.  Taylor  did  with  those  books  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not ;  but  when  I  told  him  that  they  were  imperfect  he 
said  you  would  take  anything. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  I  have  been  requested  to  ask  you  if  you  ever  got  pay 
for  the  Congressional  Globe  from  Mr.  Cullom  before  the  sheets  had 
been  prepared  and  furnished  to  the  binder  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.  He  may  have  paid  me  before  all  the 
sheets  were  furnished  to  the  binder,  but  not  before  I  got  the  binder's 
receipt ;  every  sheet  of  the  index  may  not  have  been  printed. 

Question.  I  wish  you  to  state  whether,  in  consequence  of  the  C^erk 
paying  you  any  money  for  the  Globe,  or  for  any  other  consideration, 
you  ever  gave  him  or  promised  to  give  him,  or  are  to  give  him,  or  is 
it  understood  that  you  will  give  him^  any  bonus,  money,  or  considera- 
tion of  any  kind  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  nothing  to  him  or  any  one  else. 

H.  Eep,  Com.  188 
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By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Did  you  present  to  me,  last  August  was  a  year  ago, 
accounts  for  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix  for  the  first 
session  of  the  34th  Congress,  amounting  to  between  |30,000  and 
|40,000,  the  sheets  of  which  were  not  all  printed  and  furnished  to  the 
binder  for  four  or  five  months  thereafter  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  Sometimes  we  stereotype  the  pages,  and 
do  not  print  them  all  until  after  Congress  adjourns. 

Question.  I  refer  to  about  the  29th  of  August,  when  you  presented 
your  account  to  me,  with  the  receipt  of  the  binder  for  the  sheets.  Do 
you  recollect  that  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  had  all  the  sheets  printed  by  tbat 
time. 

Question.  Was  it  not  necessary  to  get  the  binder's  receipt  before 
you  got  the  money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  file  the  binder's  receipt  with  me,  and  draw 
money  from  me,  as  the  disbursing  agent  of  the  goyernment,  for  work 
done  which  was  not  completed  for  four  months  afterwards  ? 

Answer.  Some  of  the  sheets  may  not  have  been  printed.  I  suppose 
they  were  not  all  printed  when  I  got  the  binder's  receipt. 

Question.  Did  you  let  me  know  at  that  time  that  the  work  was  not 
all  done  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  did  not  get  the 
binder's  receipt  until  you  delivered  the  sheets  to  him  ? 

Answer.  The  sheets  were  not  all  delivered,  and,  I  suppose,  if  I  got 
the  money,  I  must  have  had  the  receipt.  My  opinion  was^  that  Iliad 
no  right  to  deliver  up  the  binder's  receipt ;  but  it  was  the  custom,  and 
I  did  it.  I  think  the  sheets  were  not  all  delivered,  but  they  were 
stereotyped.  When  Congress  makes  three  or  four  sheets  a  day,  we  go 
right  on  with  the  printing  of  the  days,  one  after  the  other,  to  furnisb 
the  present  call^  and  do  not  print  from  the  stereotype  plates  until 
after  Congress  adjourns.  I  am  confident  the  sheets  were  not  all 
printed  when  I  got  the  binder's  receipt,  but  the  binder  never  had  to 
wait  for  them  after  he  applied  for  them.  They  were  finished  and 
ready  for  him  months  before  he  was  ready  for  them. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  binder  bought  his  materials 
for  binding  upon  the  expectation  of  getting  the  sheets  in  time?  and 
was  he  not  protested,  and  had  to  obtain  money  to  take  up  his  notes  at 
heavy  sacrifices? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  such  a  thing. 

Question.  Did  he  not  repeatedly  complain  to  you  that  he  was  suf- 
fering great  shaves  because  he  could  not  get  the  work  to  do  and  draw 
money  from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  but  I  have  often  complained  to  the  binder  be- 
cause he  did  not  take  the  sheets  away  from  my  office. 


Wbiuu.     ¥¥111  iiuif  jruur  uivuiurj  wsryv  jrvu  no  vu  i«uo  uiuo  jruu  uv- 

i  the  sheets  ? 

jwer.  My  memory  will  not  serve  me  to  tell  that.     My  man  has 

ceipt,  I  think.     The  binder  would  not  call  for  the  sheets. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

nation.  Is  there  an  index  to  every  volume? 
9wer.  That  has  been  the  practice  of  late. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Mtion.  Did  not  the  binder  say  that  he  did  not  want  the  sheets 
he  could  get  the  index  ? 

Bwer.  I  understood  he  did  not  want  to  be  encumbered  with  the 
\y  even  if  he  did  get  the  index.     My  foreman  knows  all  about 

By  the  Chairman : 

estion.  Do  you  know  of  anything  else  in  reference  to  book  trans- 
is  on  the  part  of  the  Clerk — of  any  other  fact  that  is  at  all  per- 
b  to  the  matter  we  are  now  considering  ? 

swer.  I  think  I  know  one  fact  that  is  pertinent.  About  the 
le  of  January  last  I  saw  in  the  St.  Louis  Democrat  a  statement 
e  condition  of  the  Mercantile  Library  of  that  city.  On  the  18th 
.nuary  1  wrote  to  the  treasurer  of  that  library,  and  inquired 
ier  the  member  in  his  district  had  deposited  in  that  library  the 
\  ordered  by  Congress — the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix, 
^matic  Correspondence,  &c.  About  ten  days  afterwards  I  re- 
i  a  reply  to  my  letter,  in  which  the  writer  informed  me  that  he 
eceived  only  thirty-two  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and 
ndix,  and  not  a  single  volume  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspond- 
I  was  just  about  starting  for  New  York  when  I  received  that 
,  and  put  it  away  in  my  bank  book,  where  I  thought  I  could 
to  it  easily  upon  my  return.  I  have  looked  for  it  since  and  have 
een  able  to  find  it. 
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Chairman, — The  inferences  are  of  no  weight,  and  his  statement  of 
what  he  supposes  to  he  fact  amounts  to  nothing,  except  so  far  as  th^j 
can  aid  us  m  inquiry,  so  as  to  get  the  information  necessary. 

The  witness. — That  is  the  only  library  I  have  written  to.  But!  a^xn 
confident  that  the  libraries  cannot  show  that  they  have  received  coeki- 
plete  sets  of  the  books  ordered. 

Mr.  CuUom. — I  suppose  my  receipts  will  show  what  books  were  de- 
livered. 

Witness. — The  Hon.  Mr.  Spinner,  of  New  York,  told  me  that  lie 
had  sent  to  the  library  in  his  district  the  publication  I  had  made  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  and  showed  me  a  letter  he  had  received,  stating 
that  the  books  that  had  been  received  at  that  library  were  odds  ana 
ends  and  every  such  thing.     I  saw  the  letter ;  it  was  sworn  to  by  the 
librarian.     And  the  Hon.  Mr.  Bliss,  of  Ohio^  told  me  that  he  had 
received  a  letter  in  reference  to  the  books  delivered  to  the  library,  I 
think,  at  Oberlin,  on  his  account,  and  stating  that  the  books  were 
odds  and  ends,  and  not  perfect  copies. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Does  anybody  in  the  United  States  publish  the  GongreS' 
sional  Globe  and  Appendix  but  you,  or  has  any  one  ever  done  so? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  there  a  set  of  those  books  in  circulation  except  those 
you  have  yourself  sold  to  the  government? 

Answer.  Very  few  ;  I  have  sold  some  few  to  libraries  and  others. 

Question.  Did  all  that  are  in  circulation  come  from  your  office? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question    As  an  officer  of  the  House,  as  the  reporter  of  the  House, 
is  it  not  your  duty  to  publish  and  circulate  none  but  perfect  sets  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did,  that  T  know  of. 

Question.  Then  all  the  sets  you  have  sold  were  perfect? 

Answer.  All  but  the  set  I  have  mentioned  I  sold  to  Mr.  Taylor ; 
and  I  told  him  at  the  time  they  were  imperfect. 

Question.  Then,  if  I  purchased  and  delivered  the  very  books  which 
you  have  published  and  sold,  and  your  contract  to  publish  the  debates 
of  Congress,  am  I  any  more  liable  to  just  and  obnoxious  censure,  if 
they  should  prove  to  be  imperfect,  than  you  would  be,  as  the  publisher, 
whose  duty  it  was  to  supervise  the  publication  of  these  books  and  see 
that  they  were  all  perfect  ? 

Answer.  So  far  as  I  know,  all  the  sets  I  have  published  and  bound 
have  been  perfect ;  but  subscribers  who  receive  the  sheets  as  they  are 
published  have  got  the  sets  bound  themselves.  I  have  not  been  the 
only  binder.  I  got  bit  by  one  of  these  outside  sets  myself ;  but  I 
believe  that  all  the  sets  I  have  bound  have  been  perfect. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  by  an  imperfect  set? 

Answer.  I  mean  where  there  are  not  the  proper  number  of  volumes, 
and  where  the  sheets  in  the  volumes  are  lacKing  the  proper  number. 
I  recollect  that  the  volume  I  exchanged  with  the  Hon.  Mr.  Smith  had 
ninety-six  pages  wanting  in  one  place. 
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By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Smith  get  that  volume  of  you? 
Answer.  I  suppose  he  did,  but  I  do  not  know. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  In  regard  to  the  perfectness  of  the  sets  to  which  you  have 
eferred,  in  what  respect  were  they  imperfect  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell.  I  think  it  likely  that  some  of  the  sets  I  have 
K)und  have  been  imperfect ;  but  I  recollect  of  selling  no  such  copy, 
xoept  the  one  I  sold  to  Mr.  Taylor,  and  I  told  him  at  the  time  that 
t  was  imperfect. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Do  not  these  books  get  into  circulation  in  this  way:  A 
Dember  of  Congress  gets  a  set  of  books  and  takes  them  home  with 
lim ;  he  dies,  and  his  administrator,  or  some  one,  gets  hold  of  them 
md  sells  them,  and  they  find  their  way  back  here? 

Answer.  I  suppose  that  is  done  sometimes.  I  received  a  set  of 
American  State  Papers  and  Diplomatic  Correspondence  from  the 
ridow  of  a  former  senator  from  Arkansas.  They  were  sent  to  me  by 
-he  widow,  through  Hon.  Mr.  Johnson,  of  Ark'ansas,  to  pe  sold. 
Ipon  examination,  I  found  that  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  was 
lot  perfect. 

Question.  Is  that  all  you  know  pertinent  to  the  matter  under  con- 
ideration  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Tou  state,  in  your  editorial  in  the  Globe  of  December 
',  1857,  that  Mr.  CuUom  rendered  an  account  to  the  Treasury  De- 
partment for  books  not  authorized  to  be  furnished  by  the  action  of  the 
louse  of  Representatives.     What  books  were  they  ? 

Answer.  The  American  State  Papers  and  Documentary  History  of 
he  United  States.  Mr.  Cullom  said  that  he  had  furnished  these  books 
efore  he  knew  what  the  resolution  was  intended  to  embrace.  The 
Lmerican  State  Papers  and  the  other  books  were  not  included  in  the 
ro?ision  of  the  law  to  furnish  libraries.  I  wish  now  to  say  to  Mr. 
luUom,  in  reference  to  his  statement,  that  I  had  misrepresented  him 
B  saying  that  he  had  purchased  so  many  rights  of  books  for  mem- 
ers  ;  when  he  had  said  that  he  had  purchased  so  many  sets,  I  in- 
irred  that  he  had  purchased  so  many  rights,  from  understanding  all 
round  me  that  he  was  borrowing  money  to  purchase  rights.  That 
as  an  inference  of  mine ;  but  I  considered,  from  what  I  had  heard, 
lat  the  two  terms  were  synonymous. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Now,  in  relation  to  the  inquiry  of  Mr.  Curry  as  to  my 
irchasing  books  not  included  in  the  provision  of  Congress,  do  you 
)t  mean,  in  other  words,  that  I  had  transferred  more  books  than  I 
as  bound  to  do  under  the  resolution  of  July  7,  1856? 
Answer.  The  resolution  of  the  House  of  July  7,  1856,  ordered  you 
» purchase  such  books  as  had  been  delivered  to  members  of  the  33d 
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Congress.     You  claim  to  have  purchased  twenty-four  sets  of  bool 
I  say  that  there  were  a  good  many  hooks  put  down  in  your  reoei{ 
as  delivered  which  were  not  included  in  the  provision  oi  the  law 
March  last. 

Question.  Was  not  the  account  for  the  exact  amount  of  mon 
covered  by  the  resolution  ? 

Answer.  The  resolution  of  July  7,  1856,  was  simply  a  resoluti 
authorizing  the  Clerk  of  the  House  to  deliver  to  the  new  memlx 
such  books  as  had  been  delivered  to  the  new  members  of  the  previo 
Congress.  Ton  claim  to  have  purchased  24  sets  before  the  action 
Congress  on  the  3d  of  last  March  had  limited  you  to  fewer  books. 

Question.  When  you  say  that  there  were  books  included  in  r 
vouchers  not  ordered  by  the  resolution  of  the  7th  of  July,  do  you  me 
to  say  that  I  charged  more  than  is  authorized  by  that  resolution  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Do  you,  of  your  own  knowledge,  know  of  any  membei 
having  given  receipts  for  books  which  they  did  not  receive? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  any  members  of  Congress  say  the 
had  done  so  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  any  member  of  Congress  say  ih 
he  had  receipted  for  books,  and  got  money  in  place  of  them  ? 

Answer.  1  have  not, 

JOHN  C.  EIVES. 

March  11,  1858. 
William  Millward  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Curry  : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress,  and  was  tli 
your  first  term  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  From  what  State? 

Answer.  From  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  transaction  with  Mr.  Cullom,  h 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  reference  to  the  books  to 
furnished  to  members  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  further  than  to  receive  them  and  give  i 
receipt  for  them. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  receive  the  books? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  the  exact  day  ;  I  think  it  was  in  Ji 
or  August  of  the  first  session  of  the  last  Congress,  before  I  left 
home. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  all  the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  I  did.  General  Cullom  said  if  they  were  i 
right  he  would  make  them  right. 

Question.  Were  they  all  delivered  to  you  at  the  same  time  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 


)r  them  ? 

3r.  None,  whatever;  I  never  had  any  financial  operations 

1  in  my  life. 

ion.  Nor  with  any  of  his  clerks  ? 

Br.  No,  sir. 

y  Mr.  Curry : 

ion.  Do  you  know  of  any  members  of  Congress  who  received 
)r  their  books,  or  instead  of  their  books  ? 
Br.  I  do  not. 

►y  Mr.  Davis : 

ion.  Do  you  know  of  any  misfeasance,  malfeasance,  or  cor- 
of  any  kind  or  character  on  the  part  of  General  Cullom,  or  of 
is  clerks  acting  under  him  ? 

er.  I  do  not,  either  directly  or  indirectly.  I  do  not  know  as 
9tny  of  his  clerks ;  I  never  had  any  connexion  with  them. 

WILLIAM  MILL  WARD. 

Greenleasb  called  and  sworn. 

\y  Mr.  Davis : 

ion.  Where  is  your  residence^  and  what  has  been  your  occu- 

uring  the  last  two  or  three  years  ? 

er.  My  residence  was  in  Missouri  before  I  received  an  ap- 

nt    under  General  CuUom.      For  the  last  two    years    my 

on  has  been  that  of  clerk  under  General  CuUom. 

ion.  In  what  capacity  were  you  employed  by  Mr,  CuUom  ? 

er.  On  the  maps  of  the  public  lands. 

ion.  At  what  time  were  you  appointed  ? 

er.  On  the  11th  or  12th  of  February,  1856, 1  think. 

ion.    When  did  you  go  out  of  office? 

er.  On  the  12th  of  December,  1857,  after  the  new  Clerk  of 
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one  day,  when  there  were  several  of  ns  in  his  room,  he  remarked  to 
us  that  he  ha  I  heen  pesteied  to  death  for  some  crumbs  of  his 
patronage.  Before  that  he  had  said  to  us  that  while  we  were  away 
we  must  consider  ourselves  out  of  office.  Some  one  remarked  that 
the  newspapers  would  get  hold  of  it.  Then  it  was  suggested,  I 
think,  by  General  CuUom,  though  others  think  it  was  not  by  him, 
that  it  would  be  just  as  well  for  us  to  sign  the  pay-roll  when  we  came 
back,  and  endorse  our  checks  over  to  those  who  might  be  substituted 
in  our  place  while  we  were  away.  The  agreement  was  carried  out^ 
when  we  came  back  here. 

Question.  Was  any  one  employed  in  your  place  while  you  wer^ 
away  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  was  here  on  three  occasions  during  the  time  of 
the  leave  of  absence,  and  went  into  the  office  and  found  no  one  there 
in  my  place. 

Question.  Did  you  sign  the  pay-roll  and  endorse  the  checks  when 
you  came  back  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  do  not  remember  whether  it  was  one  check  for 
all  three  months,  or  three  checks,  one  for  each  month  ;  but  it  was  for 
the  three  months'  pay. 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  deliver  your  check  after  you  had  en- 
dorsed it? 

Answer.  To  General  CuUom's  chief  clerk,  Mr.  Ingram. 

Question.  Has  the  money  ever  been  paid  by  the  government  on  that 
check  ?  ^ 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  To  what  sum  did  the  three  months'  pay  amount  ? 

Answer.  To  |450,  or  at  the  rate  of  |l,800  a  year. 

Question.  After  you  returned,  at  the  expiration  of  the  three  months, 
did  you  resume  your  duties  and  receive  your  pay  during  the  time  yoa 
then  served  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  you  applied  for  leave  of  absence,  which 
I  granted,  for  the  three  months  during  which  your  pay  was  retained? 

Answer.  I  applied  for  leave  of  absence,  but  not  for  three  months. 

Question.  Was  the  agreement  to  retain  your  pay  made  by  all  who 
were  dropped  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  did  not  need  my  assent,  but  I  agreed  ta  it. 

Question.  Was  it  not  agreed  to  by  all  the  clerks  who  were  dropped, 
who  were  then  present  ? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  my  first  proposition  was  that  you  should 
all  consider  yourselves  out  of  office  while  you  were  absent  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Now,  will  you  tax  your  recollection  as  to  who  it  was  who 
said  that  if  that  was  done  the  letter- writers  and  newspapers  would 
get  hold  of  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  by  whom  that  was  first  said. 

Question.  Was  it  made  by  some  of  the  clerks  ? 
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er.  I  think  it  was. 

ion.  Now,  will  you  tax  your  recollection  as  to  who  first  made 
gestion  to  permit  your  names  to  remain  on  the  pay-roll,  and 
you  transfer  the  checks  for  your  pay  when  you  came  back, 
uld  answer  the  same  end  ? 

er.  I  have  always  been  under  the  impression  that  the  proposi- 
le  from  you. 

ion.  Did  I  propose  it,  or  merely  assent  to  it  ? 
er.  I  have  always  thought  that  ^ou  proposed  it,  and  I  have 
laid  so  ;  that  has  been  my  impression  ever  since,  though  I  may 
kken  in  that  impression. 

ion.  At  all  events,  were  not  all  whose  names  were  dropped 
at  the  time,  and  did  not  they  all  assent  to  the  arrangement  ? 
er.  Yes,  sir. 

ion.  Did  you,  upon  your  return,  carry  out  the  agreement  upon 
rt? 

er.  I  did. 

ion.  Did  you  receive  your  entire  salary  from  the  date  of  your 
ment  to  the  time  of  my  going  out  of  office^  with  the  exception 
hree  months'  pay  ? 
er.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Jon.  Was  that  three  months'  pay  retained  according  to  our 
?nt  before  I  then  left, 
er.  It  was. 

;ion.  Where  was  this  agreement  made ;  at  my  private  room 
loarding  house  ? 
^er.  Yes,  sir. 

;ion.  What  other  persons  were  present  when  that  agreement 
ade  besides  those  who  were  dropped,  according  to  the  best  of 
collection  ? 

er.  I  think  their  names  were  Robert  BatoH,  Joseph  N.  Gordon, 
rt  P.  Wallach,  A.  R.  Parker,  and  Rufus  Prentice, 
ion.  Was  I  packing  up  my  trunk  in  my  room  to  leave  at  the 
is  arrangement  was  made,  and  did  I  leave  that  evening? 
er.  Yes,  sir. 

ion.  Did  you  go  with  me  to  the  boat  that  evening,  with  Mr. 
?  .  • 

er.  I  saw  you  start  from  your  room,  but  did  not  go  to  the 
believe  Mr.  Gordon  did  go. 

ion.  Did  I  not  state,  during  the  conversation  that  occurred  at 
le,  that  it  was  incompatible  with  my  sense  of  official  duty  for 
of  the  government  in  our  position  to  do  more  in  politics  than 
according  to  our  various  predilections  ? 

er.  I  think  something  was  said  about  that,  but  I  do  not  now 
er  exactly  what  it  was. 

ion.  Have  you  not  heard  me  say  that  I  would  not  actively 
dte  in  politics  myself,  and  would  not  permit  it,  or  consent  to 
ly  of  my  clerks  while  in  office  ? 

er.  I  think  I  have  heard  you  say  so  several  times.     And  I 
for  myself  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  politics  myself. 
ion.  Did  I  not  say  that  my  clerks  comprised  those  of  different 
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politics,  and  that  I  would  exercise  no  espionage  over  anj  gentlemai 
on  account  of  his  political  opinions,  but  I  would  not  allow  any  of  then 
to  take  the  stump  actively  in  the  political  canvass? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  heard  something  said  like  that. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  the  fact  that  my  corps  of  clerks  wen 
made  up  of  all  parties,  the  preponderance  being  democrats  ? 

Answer.  Those  in  the  map  office  were  mostly  know-nothings. 

Question.  I  mean  all  my  corps  of  appointees  here  and  in  the  ma] 
office  ;  were  not  the  preponderance  of  them  democrats  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  they  were.  You  had  democrats,  knoi^ 
nothings,  and  black  republicans  all  together. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Do  you  mean  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  this  agree- 
ment concerning  retaining  ^our  three  months'  pay  was  rather  oompal^ 
Bory  upon  you  than  otherwise  ? 

Answer.  I  say  that  I  did  not  think  that  it  needed  my  permissioo  or 
consent  to  it.  If  it  had  been  left  to  me  to  decide,  I  would  oertainlf 
rather  have  remained  here  and  got  my  pay  than  to  have  gone  away 
and  not  get  it. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  you  ever  say  anything  against  the  arrangement  in 
my  presence  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not ;  I  thought  there  would  be  no  use  in  saying 
anything. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Did  you  have  the  impression  that  if  you  had  not  agreed 
to  the  arrangement  you  would  have  been  removed  from  office? 
Answer.  That  was  certainly  my  impression. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  say  that  he  had  decided  upon  it,  and 
the  matter  was  not  debatable  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  of  hearing  him  say  that. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  render  any  service  during  the  time  for  whicl 
you  received  no  pay  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Qestion.  Did  you  get  pay  for  all  the  time  you  were  in  office  am 
rendered  service? 

Answer.  I  did. 

By  Mr.  Curry  : 

Question.  Was  it  your  understanding  that  a  substitute  was  to  b 
appointed  in  your  place  while  you  were  absent? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  remain  of  that  opinion  until  you  returned  to  th> 
office? 

Answer.  I  was  here  at  dififerent  times  during  the  three  months 
and  went  to  the  office  and  found  no  substitute  there. 
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By  Mr.  Cnllom : 

(uestion.  Could  I  appoint  substitutes  when,  by  this  arrangement 

1  the  clerks,  their  offices  had  not  been  vacated? 

.nswer.  I  think  I  have  known  that  to  be  done  in  the  departments. 

tuestion.  Have  you  known  of  substitutes  being  appointed  while 

?r8  were  the  incumbents  and  holding  the  offices  ? 

.nswer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  so. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
uestion.  Did  General  Cullom  give  as  one  of  the  reasons  for  grant- 
you  three  months'  leave  of  absence  that  he  wanted  to  provide 
>ther8  ? 
.nswer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

uestion.  Was  it  your  understanding  that  the  checks  were  to  be 
led  over  to  substitutes  ? 

.nswer.  Yes  sir  ;  when  we  returned  we  were  to  sign  the  pay-roll, 
endorse  our  checks,  as  I  understood  it,  over  to  our  substitutes* 
'uestion.  Why  did  you  suppose  that  ? 

luswer.  I  supposed  that  there  would  be  substitutes  in  our  places, 
kuse  the  General  said  he  had  to  give  some  crumbs  of  his  patronage  ? 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

luestion.  Did  I  not  say  that  I  wanted  to  give  some  crumbs  of  my 
ronage  to  others  whom  I  had  rejected  in  order  to  appoint  you ; 
I  not  say,  at  the  time  I  made  the  remark,  that  you  were  to 
rider  yourselves  out  of  office  during  the  time  you  were  away  ? 
Uswer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  so.  I  do  not  think  that  after  you  said 
t  our  names  were  to  continue  on  the  pay-roll. there  was  anything 
i  about  your  patronage ;  but  I  supposed  the  same  arrangement 
8  to  be  carried  out. 

J.  C.  GREENLEASE. 

FoHN  WiLUAMS  called  and  sworn. 
By  Mr.  Horta]\ : 

Question.  Your  name  has  been  mentioned  as  one  of  those  who 

eipted  for  books  to  the  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

u  will  please  to  state  to  the  committee  all  that  you  know  about  the 

ttter. 

Answer.  I  left  a  receipt  for  the  books,  but  have  not  received  them 

to  this  time. 

Juestion.  To  whom  did  you  receipt  for  the  books? 

iDswer.  To  Mr.  Cullom  ? 

Question.  When  did  you  give  the  receipt? 

^Dswer.  I  cave  the  receipt  on  March  5,  1857. 

Question.  Do  you  know  why  you  have  not  yet  received  the  books? 

Lnswer.  I  know  of  no  reason  why  I  have  not  received  them.     I  left 

ictions  for  them  to  be  sent  to  the  Rochester  Atheneum. 

{uestion.  Did  you  give  any  other  receipt  than  the  one  you  gave  on 

5th  of  March,  1857  ? 
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Answer.  That  is  the  only  one  I  ever  gave. 

Question.  There  is  a  copy  of  a  receipt,  over  your  name,  of  the  d 
of  July  15,  1856,  published  in  the  Globe  of  December  7,  1857.  I 
you  give  a  receipt  of  that  date  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  give  a  receipt  at  that  time.  I  have  seen  t1 
publication  in  the  Globe.  The  only  receipt  I  ever  gave  was  on  i 
5th  of  March,  1857. 

Question.  Did  j^ou  give  this  receipt  to  Mr.  CuUom  himself? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  it  was  handed  to  me  in  an  envelope  by  a  gent 
man,  and  I  signed  it  and  handed  it  back  to  him  again. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  that  gentleman  handed  the  rece 
to  Mr.  CuUom  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  I  suppose  that  he  did. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  correspondence  with  Mr.  Gullo 
upon  the  subject? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  directly ;  but  I  sent  to  a  gentleman  here  i 
make  inquiry  about  the  books,  and  received  in  reply  the  answer  tbf 
they  would  be  sent  to  me  soon ;  I  did  not  make  any  inquiry  abou 
them  until  November  last,  as  I  had  heard  before  that  time  from  othei 
that  their  books  had  not  been  received,  and  I  had  supposed  that  mio 
would  come  on  when  the  others  came. 

By  Mr.  CuUom  : 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  of  having  one  or  more  conversatioi 
with  me  in  my  office,  after  the  passage  of  the  resolution  of  July  \ 
1856,  in  reference  to  the  books,  and  of  your  making  some  mention  1 
me  of  what  you  desired  under  that  book  resolution  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  any  such  conversation  ? 

Question.  Did  you  ever  converse  with  me  at  any  time  about  tl 
matter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  that  I  recollect. 

Question.  Does  not  the  receipt  that  you  say  you  sent  to  me  in  ( 
envelope  bear  the  date  given  in  this  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  signed  the  receipt  without  examining  it  at  all.  I  saw 
was  a  printed  form,  and  did  not  look  at  the  details,  as  I  supposed 
was  in  the  regular  form.  I  signed  it  at  the  office  of  the  hotel  witho 
examining  it  at  all,  and  had  no  idea  of  the  date  of  it  until  I  saw  tl 
publication  in  the  Globe. 

Question.  Was  that  receipt  executed  at  my  instance  or  request, 
in  my  presence  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  me  in  referei 
to  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  say  you  sent  me  that  receipt  in  an  envelope  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  also  send  or  leave  for  me  a  memorandum 
writing  of  where  you  wanted  the  books  sent  ? 

Answer.  I  sent  suoh  a  memorandum  some  time  afterwards. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  fact,  from  information  and  belief,  tl 
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I  order  or  memorandam  never  came  Into  my  possession  until  within 
w  days  past  ? 

inswer.  I  do  not  know  about  that;  I  sent  the  order  on  the  10th  or 
i  of  Kovember  last,  I  think.  After  learning  that  the  books  had 
been  sent  I  forwarded  a  written  direction.  Before  that  I  had  given 
J  a  verbal  direction. 

luestion.  Have  you  ever  written  to  me  about  the  books  since? 
inswer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Have  you  not  received  private  messages  from  me  to  tell 
where  and  how  you  desired  your  books  sent? 
.nswer.  I  have  not. 

luestion.  Do  you  know  the  fact  that  this  order  which  you  sent  to 
by  a  private  hand  was  never  placed  in  my  bauds  until  within  a 
J  brief  period,  say  within  two  weeks? 
Luswer.  I  do  not.     It  was  sent  in  November, 
luestion.  Have  you  not  learned  that  fact  from  the  gentleman  through 
>m  you  sent  it  ? 

lUswer.  I  sent  the  order  in  November,  and  supposed  that  it  was 
1  handed  to  you. 

luestion.  Did  you  not  receive  a  letter  from  me,  asking  by  what 
ireyance  you  desired  these  books  sent  ? 
inswer.  I  did  not. 

Ir.  CuUom, — Then  I  will  ask  you,  as  an  act  of  justice  to  me,  if  the 
imittee  have  no  objection,  to  go  to  the  Treasury  Department  and 
mine  the  receipt  which  you  sent  me,  and  which  is  on  file  there,  and 
if  it  is  as  it  was  when  you  executed  it.  If  the  dates  are  wrong,  I 
it  you  to  examine  and  see  with  whose  handwriting  it  was  filled  up. 
Vitfieaa. — I  have  no  idea  who  filled  it  up ;  as  I  have  already  said,  I 
not  examine  the  receipt  when  it  was  handed  to  me.  I  sawgit  was  a 
ited  form.  It  was  handed  to  me  to  sign,  and  I  signed  it  without 
imining  it  all,  as  I  supposed  no  use  could  be  made  of  it  except  to  have 
books  sent  to  me. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Joestion.  Did  you  date  the  receipt  yourself? 
iLDfiwer.  I  did  not ;  I  merely  put  my  name  to  it. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Was  it  filled  up  when  you  received  it? 

[nswer.  I  signed  it  at  the  office  desk  at  Willard's,  and  supposed  it 

I  the  proper  form,  as  it  was  printed. 

luestion    Have  you  had  any  conversation  or  communication  with 

in  reference  to  how  and  where  you  wanted  the  books  sent  ? 

inswer.  I  think  not,  until  I  arrived  here  this  morning. 

luestion.  Did  I   not  announce  to  you  then  that  your  books  were 

ready  to  be  sent,  and  that  I  had  written  to  you  to  know  where  they 

e  to  be  sent  ? 

inswer.  You  told  me  so  this  morning. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 
luestion.  Who  brought  the  receipt  to  you  to  be  signed  ? 


430  ACCOUNTS   OF  WILLIAM  CULLOM. 

Answer.  A  gentleman  handed  me  the  receipt  in  an  envelope,  an 
said,  '^  There  is  a  paper  for  you  to  sign  for  hooks/'  and  I  signed  it. 

Question.  Who  was  that  gentleman  ? 

Answer.  Hon.  Mr.  Sage,  of  New  York,  handed  it  to  me  ;  but  I  d 
not  know  that  he  had  anything  to  do  with  it  more  than  to  hand  th 
paper  to  me. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Here  is  an  order  without  date,  as  follows : 

'^  Please  forward  to  Rochester  Atheneum^  care  of  D.  D.  T.  Moor^, 

6 resident,  the  books  you  were  authorized  to  furnish  by  resolution  ot 
[ouse  of  Representatives. 
"Yours,  &c., 

"JOHN  WILLIAMS. 
"Hon.  William  Cullom, 

''Clerk  of  the  House  (/  Bepreaentaiivea.^^ 

Is  this  order  in  your  handwriting  ? 
Answer.  It  is. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  When  did  you  write  that  order? 

Answer.  [  think  it  was  about  the  10th  of  November  last. 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  send  it? 

Answer.  To  a  gentleman  with  whom  I  had  had  a  conversation  about 
the  receipt. 

Question.  Who  was  that  gentleman  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  0.  B.  Matteson.  I  could  tell  the  whole  matter,  so 
that  my  position  in  the  matter  could  be  properly  understood. 

Question.  You  will  please  tell  all  you  know  about  the  matter— how 
it  occurred,  &c.  ? 

Answer.  On  the  6th  of  March,  1857,  I  happened  to  be  here  intbe 
Capitol,  and  Mr.  Matteson  asked  me  what  I  was  going  to  do  with  mj 
books.  I  said  I  was  going  to  give  them  to  the  Rochester  Atheneum. 
He  said,  I  will  be  here  for  a  few  days,  and  will  see  that  they  are  sent 
to  you;  I  will  send  you  a  receipt  to  sign.  I  said  I  would  send  him 
the  receipt  when  I  had  received  the  books.  He  asked  me  if  I  was 
afraid  to  trust  him  with  the  receipt,  and  I  said  I  was  not.  That 
evening,  as  I  was  standing  in  Willards'  Hotel,  a  gentleman  handed 
me  the  receipt,  and  I  stepped  to  the  desk  and  signed  it*  It  was  a 
printed  form  ;  and  I  supposed  it  was  all  right,  and  that  no  use  could 
be  made  of  it,  except  to  send  me  the  books.  In  November  I  saw  a 
gentleman,  Hon.  Mr.  Billinghurst,  who  asked  me  if  I  had  got  my 
books.  I  said  no.  He  said  he  had  heard  something  about  it,  and 
that  I  had  better  write  about  it.  I  immediately  wrote  to  Mr.  Matte- 
son, and  asked  why  my  books  had  not  been  sent,  and  if  there  had 
been  any  mistake  about  it.  At  the  same  time  I  wrote  this  order  and 
enclosed  it  in  the  letter.  I  received  a  letter  from  him,  saying  that  be 
had  supposed  the  books  had  been  sent  to  me,  and  that  he  would  atteoti 
to  it  as  soon  as  he  got  to  Washington.  I  also  received  another  lettei 
from  him  afterwards,  stating  that  the  books  would  be  sent  on  imme- 
diately.    That  is  about  all  that  I  know  about  the  matter. 
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Qoestion.  Ton  say  that  yon  had  heard  that  some  other  members  had 
not  received  their  books  ;  what  other  members  were  they  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Billinghnrst  said  he  had  not  received  his.  I  had  seen 
one  or  two  other  members  during  the  summer  who  said  they  had  not 
received  their  books  ;  but  I  supposed  they  would  receive  them. 

ByMr.  Cullom: 

Question.  Through  whom  did  you  send  this  order  ? 

Answer.  I  sent  it  to  Mr.  Matteson,  at  the  time  I  wrote,  asking  why 
my  books  had  not  been  sent. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  fact  that  he  never  handed  me  this  order 
until  ten  or  twelve  days  ago,  immediately  after  which  I  wrote  to  you 
to  find  out  where  and  how  to  send  the  books  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  did  not  know  it.  I  saw  Mr.  Matteson  this 
morning,  and  he  said  the  books  would  be  sent  to  me  in  a  few  days. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  How  are  these  books  usually  conveyed  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  by  the  government,  under  the  frank  of  the 
Souse  officers. 

Question.  Did  you  make  any  arrangement  to  have  them  sent  to 
you? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  supposed  that  during  jny  term  of  office  I 
would  receive  these  books  as  I  would  any  other  books ;  that  they 
would  be  sent  to  me  by  the  government. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  Do  you  mean  that  you  supposed  they  would  be  sent  like 
public  documents  ? 
Answer.  That  is  what  I  supposed. 

By  Mr.  Cullom: 

Question.  Did  you  make  any  arrangement  in  regard  to  the  convey- 
ance by  which  the  books  were  to  be  sent  to  you ;  about  the  freight,  &c.? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  no  letter  from  me  making  inquiry  about 
these  matters  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  that  you  never  wrote  to  me  or  spoke  to 
me  about  it  ? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  And  that  you  never  did  anything,  except  to  sign  that 
receipt  and  hand  it  back  ?     Is  that  all  you  did  ? 

Answer.  It  is.  I  do  not  question  the  receipt  at  all ;  but  I  say  that 
I  did  not  examine  it. 

Mr.  OuUom. — I  desire  to  have  you  examine  the  receipt,  to  see  if 
you  know  the  handwriting  and  can  tell  who  filled  it  up,  and  if  it  is 
the  same  one  you  signed. 

Witness, — I  did  not  look  at  it  longer  than  was  necessary  to  take  it 
ont  of  the  envelope  and  sign  it.  I  supposed,  seeing  that  it  was  a 
printed  form,  that  it  was  the  usual  form,  and  signed  it  at  once,  without 
examining  it  any  iurther. 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  the  receipt  was  printed  ? 
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Answer.  I  say  there  was  printed  matter  in  the  paper  I  signed,  bat 
I  do  not  know  how  much  of  it  was  printed.  I  should  know  no  mor^ 
about  it  after  looking  at  it  than  I  do  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  OvUom. — You  might  know  the  handwriting  with  which  it  ^^ 
filled  up. 

Witness. — I  might  know  that,  but  I  could  not  tell  whether  it  w^ 
so  when  I  signed  it  or  not.   I  could  not  tell  whether  it  was  as  printed 
in  the  Globe,  though  I  think  very  likely  it  was.     The  first  I  saw  of 
that  was  what  I  saw  in  the  Globe. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  notify  me  that  there  was  any  mistake  or 
misdate  about  the  receipt  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  ever,  either  bv  letter  or  message,  notify  me  that 
there  was  any  error  or  mistake  in  the  receipt  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did.  At  the  time  I  had  this  conversation  with 
Mr.  Billinghurst,  he  said  that  I  had  better  write  to  Mr.  Cullom  or  to 
Mr.  Matteson  about  it.  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Matteson,  as  I  had  left  the  re- 
ceipt with  him,  and  inquired  about  it. 

After  some  consultation  together,  the  Chairman  told  the  witDess 
that  the  committee  had  decided  to  grant  the  request  of  Mr.  Collom ; 
and  he,  the  witness,  would  therefore  examine  the  receipt  on  file  at  the 
Treasury  Department,  and  when  he  came  to  read  over  .his  testimony, 
before  he  signed  it,  he  would  give  answers  to  the  following  questions, 
viz: 

First.  Have  you  examined  the  receipt  on  file  in  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, purporting  to  be  signed  by  you,  for  books  to  which  yon 
were  entitled,  as  a  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  under 
the  resolution  of  July  7,  1857? 

Second.  Does  that  receipt  correspond  with  the  copy  of  a  receipt 
signed  by  you,  contained  in  the  Daily  Globe  of  December  7,  1857? 

Third.  16  that  the  same  receipt  that  you  signed  on  the  5th  of  March, 
1857,  at  Willard's  Hotel,  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge  and  belief? 

Fourth.  Do  you  know  the  handwriting  with  which  that  receipt  is 
filled  up? 

Answer  to  question  one.  I  have. 

Answer  to  question  two.  It  does. 

Answer  to  question  three.  I  believe  it  is. 

Answer  to  question  four.  I  do  not. 

JOHN  WILLIAMS. 

Mr.  Williams  was  subsequently  recalled,  and  examined  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  Horton : 
Question.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  whether  this  receipt 
was  dated  when  you  signed  it  ? 
Answer.  I  have  not ;  I  did  not  examine  it  then. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  the  appearance  of  the  handwriting  in  the  ^ 
ceipt  ? 

Answer.  It  appears  to  be  the  same  all  the  way  through.  There  ^ 
room  on  the  line  at  the  bottom  for  the  date  of  the  receipt,  and  it  mg^^ 
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have  been  put  in  afterwards  ;  but  I  do  not  know  how  that  was.  My 
name  is  signed  on  the  other  end  of  the  line  at  the  bottom.  I  only 
know  from  the  general  appearance  of  the  paper,  and  from  my  signa- 
ture, that  that  is  the  receipt  I  signed.  There  is  no  interlineation  in 
the  receipt ;  but  it  is  all  filled  out  in  the  same,  and  a  fair  hand- 
writing. I  never  executed  but  that  one  receipt,  according  to  my  re- 
collection. 

JOHN  WILLIAMS. 

John  D.  Thomson  recalled  and  examined : 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  you  act  in  the  capacity  of  agent  or  clerk  for  General 
Cullom,  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  acted  as  a  clerk  at  one  time. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  purchase,  for  the  use  of  the  Hall  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  any  number  of  mirrors  from  any  person  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  but  not  during  the  term  of  my  clerkship. 

Question.  From  whom,  and  at  what  time,  did  you  purchase  them  ? 

Answer.  From  Mr.  Francis  Lamb,  of  this  city,  and  at  various 
times.  I  was  formerly  employed,  from  about  April,  1856,  to  April, 
1857 1  to  furnish  such  goods  as  were  wanted  for  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. General  Cullom  then  appointed  me  to  a  clerkship  in  his 
office,  and  from  that  time  I  relinquished  that  kind  of  work  and  another 
gentleman  took  it.  Everything  of  that  kind  that  I  furnished  waa 
prior  to  my  appointment  to  a  clerkship. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  When  did  you  go  into  the  Clerk's  office. 
Answer.  In  April,  1857. 

By  Mr.  Davis: 

Question.  You  say  you  purchased  a  bill  of  mirrors  from  Mr.  Lamb, 
of  this  city.     Do  you  recollect  how  much  you  paid  him  for  them  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell  exactly,  without  referring  to  the  bill. 

Question.  Here  is  a  copy  of  the  bill,  as  furnished  by  Mr.  Lamb. 
[The  testimony  of  Mr.  Lamb,  embodying  the  bill,  was  here  handed 
to  the  witness.]    Is  this  a  true  copy  of  the  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  it  is  ;  I  dare  say  it  is.  It  appears  to  be  a  cor- 
rect copy  of  it.  I  know  Mr.  Lamb  to*  be  a  very  correct  man.  Without 
comparing  it  I  should  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  correct. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Have  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  this  is  incorrect  ? 
Answer.  I  have  not ;  none  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
^  Question.  This  bill  is  for  |1,585  25,  which  was  paid  by  you,  was 

Answer.  That  bill  was  contracted  at  various  times,  and  settled  with 
two  or  three  dififerent  payments,  I  think. 

Question.  On  the  supposition  that  this  bill  is  correct,  did  you  pay 
that  amount? 

H.  Rep.  Com.  188—28 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  suppose  I  did. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  your  pay  from  the  government  ?       ^ 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  paid  you  ?  J' 

Answer.  It  was  paid  at  the  Clerk's  office.  ^ 

Question.  How  much  were  you  paid  for  these  mirrors  ?  -ti 

Answer.  I  charged  |275  for  each  mirror,  I  think.  ^* 

Question.  The  whole  bill  here  which  you  paid  amounts  to  |1,585  25.        .^  I 

How  much  did  the  government  pay  you  on  that  bill  ?  «- 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell   exactly.     I   got  |275  for  each  mirror,  of 

which  there  were  eight,  I  think. 

Question.  Here  are  eight  mirrors,  charged  as  follows  : 

One  large  mirror $200 

Two  large  mirrors,  at|175 350 

One  large  mirror 160 

One  large  mirror 150 

One  mantel  mirror 175 

One  mantel  mirror 160 

One  mantel  mirror 150 

Eight  mirrors 1^345 


4  C 
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Was  that  what  you  paid  for  these  eight  mirrors  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  assuming  that  bill  to  be  correct,  which  I  sup- 
pose it  is. 

Question.  What  did  the  government  pay  you  for  these  same  mir- 
rors? 

Answer.  I  think  I  was  paid  $275  each. 

Question.  'That  would  make  |2,200  for  the  mirrors  alone*.  Here 
are  mentioned  nine  oval  frames,  at  |2  25  each.     What  were  they? 

Answer.  They  were  picture  frames. 

Question.  What  did  the  government  pay  you  for  them  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.  The  pictures  are  hung  in  the  Speaker's 
room.  I  had  the  frames  made,  the  glasses  fitted  to  the  frames,  tassek 
put  on  the  frames,  and  then  the  hanging  of  them  up  ;  I  charged  for 
all  that. 

Question.  There  are  put  down  here  ten  curtain  cornices  at  a  tota^ 
of  |100,  or  |10  apiece  ;  what  did  the  government  give  you  for  them  2 

Answer.  The  cornices  alone  were  not  charged  to  the  governments  \ 
I  charged  |100  for  each  window,  but  I  furnished  the  cornices,  tl^-^ 
curtains,  and  everything  complete  for  the  window  ;  we  generally' 
charge  so  much  a  window  when  we  make  curtains,  and  I  charged  tb^® 
government  |100  a  window.     The  first  proposition  was  to  charge  |2^^^ 
a  window,  but  the  committee  thought  that  was  too  much.     I  the^'* 
went  on  and  furnished  the  windows  and  charged  $100  a  window  iiC^^ 
curtains,  cornices,  hooks,  and  all.     The  curtains  were  lined. 

Question.  Then  the  cornices  costing  |10  each,  there  was  $90  add^^ 
on  for  the  curtains  ? 

Answer.  The  cornices  were  a  very  small  item  in  the  account ;  tb^ 


id  them  whether  they  worked  or  not ;  but  we  kept  them  80 

ey  might  be  on  hand  when  they  were  needed. 

jtion.  How  were  your  prices  determined ;  solely  by  yourself, 

0  person  making  bargains  with  you  ? 

wev.  I  made  up  all  my  bills  mysel ';  no  one  ever  saw  my  books, 

s,  or  bills,  until  my  bills  went  to  the  Committee  on  Accounts  ; 

ere  never  even  sent  into  the  Clerk's  office  until  they  were  passed 

►y  the  Committee  on  Accounts. 

stion.  Then  you  only  ran  the  risk  of  their  passing  the  Com- 

on  Accounts,  if  you  could  satisfy  them  your  charges  were  all 

wer.  The  committee  established  this  rule  at  the  start :  they 
ed  me  to  produce  authority  for  furnishing  everything  that  I 
led ;  for  instance,  if  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  or 
her  committee,  wanted  anything,  they  had  to  make  a  requisi- 
irough  their  messenger,  directed  to  the  Clerk,  that  they  desired 
od  such  articles  to  be  furnished  for  their  committee  room  ;  this 
ition  was  sent  to  me  to  fill,  which  I  would  do. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

stion.  Did  you  have  general  authority  from  the  Clerk  to  do  all 
irnishing? 
wer.  Yes,  sir. 

stion.  Did  you  pay  him  anything  for  the  privilcgt?? 
wer.  No,  sir.     1  answered  this  question  when  I  was  here  before, 
will  find  upon  examining  my  testimony.     I  paid  nobody  any- 
for  my  privilege  at  all,  or  for  any  patronage  that  I  ever  received 
he  Clerk's  office. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

stion.  I  understood  you  to  say,  when  you  were  here  before,  that 
3re  employed  by  General  Cullom  as  general  upholsterer  and 
ler  ;  is  that  correct  ? 


436  ACCOUNTS   OF  WILLIAM  CULLOli. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Who  was  employed  after  you  were  appointed  to  a  cler^^ 
ship? 
Answer.  Mr.  J.  W.  Fitzhugh. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  I  find  in  the  account  of  the  expenditures  of  the  cont/o. 
gent  fund  by  General  Cullom,  as  printed  in  the  report,  that  you  were 
paid  for  furnishing  a  copy  of  Webster's  Dictionary  for  the  Speaker's 
room  ;  was  that  the  old  Speaker's  room  ?  * 

Answer.  I  think  there  is  a  mistake  in  that  item  ;  I  think  it  wasfor 
the  Speaker's  desk  ;  it  was  furnished  upon  the  Speaker's  order. 

Question.  When  was  it  furnished  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  furnished  in  1856. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  you  paid  for  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Did  you  charge  a  per  centage  upon  it? 

Answer.  Certainly  I  did  ;  1  forget  now  what  it  was,  but  I  will 
guarantee  that  I  charged  a  profit  on  it.  I  recollect  that  I  had  stamped 
upon  the  back  the  words  ^'Speaker's  desk/'  or  something  like  that, 
and  I  charged  for  it. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  did  not  furnish  the  article  to  the  government  as  a 
gratuity,  did  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  do  anything  without  getting  paid  for  it, 
if  I  could  help  it,  though  sometimes  I  had  to  submit  to  something  like 
a  loss. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Cannot  you  tell  how  much  you  gave  for  the  book? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.  I  reckon  I  gave  |9  or  |10,  and  I  charged 
$12  50,  I  think.  I  was  looking  over  this  published  report  the  other 
day,  and  I  think  I  saw  a  charge  of  $12  50  for  the  dictionary. 

Question.  You  were  employed  as  a  clerk  in  April,  1857,  were  you? 

Answer.  I  think  my  appointment  dated  from  the  first  of  April. 

Question.  When  did  you  receive  your  first  pay  from  General  Uullom 
as  clerk  under  him  ? 

Answer.  In  May,  I  think. 

Question.  When  did  you  go  out  of  office? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  a  day  or  two  after  General  Cullom  went  out 
of  office. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  your  pay  regularly  from  the  time  you 
were  appointed  clerk  until  you  went  out  of  oflSce? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  supply  any  article  at  all  to  the  government 
or  to  the  Clerk  after  you  were  appointed  to  office? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  supplied  nothing  after  I  was  appointed  clerk. 
I  was  in  the  Clerk's  office  last  fall,  when  General  Cullom  went  to 
Tennessee,  and  he  requested,  me  to  have  a  general  supervision  of  all 
that  branch  of  business  during  his  absence,  and  see  that  it  was  done 
properly.  I  overlooked  everything  of  that  kind  about  the  building, 
as  there  were  no  duties  of  any  importance  at  my  desk  just  then. 


^er.  The  Committee  on  Claims,  I  think. 

tion.  Do  you  think  that  was  before  you  was  appointed  clerk  ? 

^er.  Yes,  sir. 

tion.  Did  you  render  your  bill  for  those  books  before  or  after 

re  appointed  clerk  ? 

rer.  I  think  I  rendered  the  bill  immediately,  as  soon  as  the 

»uld  be  supplied.     They  could  not  be  obtained  in  town  here, 

I  to  be  sent  tor  elsewhere.  A  week  or  two  passed  after  they 
dered  before  they  could  be  obtained,  I  think,  and  the  bill  for 
as  rendered  before  I  was  appointed  clerk.     I  am  certain  of  that. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

tion.  Were  you  required  to  bring  before  the  Committee  on  Ac- 
jrour  requisition  or  authority  for  all  the  articles  you  furnished  ? 
^er.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman : 

tion.  You  said  something  about  being  compelled  to  keep  work- 
i  hand  while  you  were  engaged  as  general  upholsterer  here. 
lo  you  mean  by  that? 
^er.  There  were  a  great  many  little  things  to  be  done  about 

II  here  every  day.  The  members  would  lose  the  keys  of  their 
sometimes  as  many  as  twenty  or  thirty  keys  would  be  wanted 
f,  as  it  was  nece-sary  to  have  the  desks  opened,  and  there  must 
ons  here  to  attend  to  that.  And  then  a  chair  or  a  desk  would 
lown,  and  had  to  be  fixed,  and  we  were  obliged  to  have  a  force 
1  the  time  to  be  ready  for  all  emergencies. 

tion.  Was  this  force  in  your  employ  or  in  the  employ  of  the 

nent? 

^er.  They  were  in  our  employ.     I  will  say  in  regard  to  my  bill 

\e  looking  glasses,  that  there  was  some  objection  started  to  it 

the  Committee  on  Accounts ;  there  was  some  objection  to  the 

T   Vi'iH    p.)iA.rGrpr)        Tiiit    f    ft/»p.nnnt.p.r1    fnr   that  hv   PTiilfl.ininor  tVio 
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tigated  by  them  officially ;  but  I  recollect  my  explaining  the  matter 
in  the  way  I  have  stated. 

Question.  What  facilities  had  you  for  getting  these  mirrors? 

Answer.  I  had  facilities  for  getting  them  rery  cheaply.  I  had 
bought  mirrors  before;  I  had  often  seen  others  buy  them,  and  I  knew 
that  the  prices  they  paid  were  very  nearly  at  the  same  rate  that  I 
charged  the  government,  considering  the  size  and  pattern  of  these 
mirrors.  I  have  seen  them  sold  in  New  York  for  nearly  as  much  as  I 
charged. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  The  same  kind  of  mirrors  ? 

Answer.  Not  the  same  kind  exactly,  but  a  great  deal  smaller  plates, 
I  think.  The  charge  is  always  in  proportion  to  the  size  of  the  i  late. 
An  inch  difference  in  the  size  of  the  plate  will  make  $15  or  $20  dif- 
ference in  the  price  after  they  get  up  to  a  large  size. 

Question.  How  long  were  you  upholsterer  under  Mr.  CuUom? 

Answer.  About  a  year,  I  think. 

Question.  What  amount  of  clear  profits  did  you  realize  from  yoor 
position  durfng  that  year? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  exactly.  And  another  thing,  I  hardly  think 
it  is  my  business  to  state  that  either,  though  I  would  have  no  objection 
to  state  it,  if  I  could  get  at  it  correctly.  But  I  do  not  think  it  is  the 
business  of  any  set  of  gentlemen  to  know  what  my  profits  were,  though, 
as  I  have  said,  I  would  have  no  objection  to  state  it  if  I  could  get  at 
it  correctly,  and  the  committee  were  to  require  it. 

Question.  It  is,  I  think,  a  proper  question.  There  seems  to  be  a 
kind  of  office  or  position  sanctioned  by  the  custom  of  the  Clerk's  office, 
without  there  being  any  authority  of  law  for  it,  and  it  is  important 
that  we  should  know  all  about  it.  I  therefore  repeat  the  question. 
What  were  the  net  profits  of  your  position  during  that  year  ? 

Answer.  We  generally  took  the  reports  of  former  Clerks,  and  ar- 
ranged our  prices  according  to  what  had  been  allowed  for  years  and 
years  by  the  government. 

Question.  1  understood  you  to  hav^  said  a  while  ago  that  sometimes 
you  lost  and  sometimes  you  made  a  great  deal  by  this  furnishing  busi- 
ness.    What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

Answer.  I  never  made  a  great  deal  off  the  government ;  I  have  no 
objection  to  stating  what  I  did  make.  I  think  I  may  be  safe  in  say- 
ing that  my  average  profits  were  not  more  than  25  per  cent.;  probably 
not  near  as  much  as  I  might  have  made  in  the  ordinary  way  in  mer- 
chandise. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Can  you  specify  any  articles  that  you  furnished  the  gov- 
ernment on  which  you  lost  ? 

Answer.  I  said  that  sometimes  I  lost  money,  but  I  did  not  say  that  it 
was  on  any  articles  that  I  had  furnished  ;  I  would  state  that  we  had  to 
keep  hands  engaged  all  the  time,  whom  we  had  to  pay,  whether  they 
did  anything  or  not ;  we  might  have  to  pay  a  man  |2  or  |2  50  a  day 
for  being  here,  and  he   might  not  make  50  cents  a  day  for  his  em- 


AOOOONTS  OF  WILLIAM  CULLOM.  439 

er,  as  there  might  not  be  anything  for  him  to  de  during  the  day. 
t  was  often  the  case. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

uestion.  Did  you  pay  these  men  under  you  ? 
nswer.  Yes,  sir,  of  course  I  did. 
uestion.  Out  of  your  own  profits  ? 

nswer.  Yes,  sir,  they  were  my  employes.     You  do  not  suppose 
I  performed  with  my  own  hands  all  the  labor  that  is  charged 
I  in  my  name. 

uestion.  That  is  not  the  point ;  I  want  to  know  whether  these 
loyes  were  paid  by  you,  or  whether  they  had  a  separate  claim 
iUst  the  government? 

nswer.  They  were  my  workmen,  my  employes,  paid  by  me.  I 
3  had  30  or  40  at  a  time  employed  here. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

uestion.  Can  you  tell  with  a  tolerable  degree  of  accuracy  how 
;h  clear  net  profits  you  made  during  the  year? 
.nswer.  I  could  not,  with  any  degree  of  accuracy.    ^ 

By  the  Chairman : 

[uestion.  Do  you  say  that  your  average  profit  was  about  25  per 

t.? 

LnBwer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Davis: 

Inestion.  Then  if  you  know  the  amount  that  you  paid  out  for  what 

I  furnished  and  charged  the  government,  can  you  not  get  at  the 

aunt  of  your  profits  ? 

bswer.  I  think  I  would  have  made  as  much   in  transacting  the 

16  amount  of  business — say  $20,000  or  $25,000,  with  private  cus- 

lers,  as  I  did  out  of  the  government,  and  most  probably  more. 

Question.  Then  why  did  you  hold  this  position  so  long — why  did 

I  not  trade  with  private  customers  ? 

bswer.  I  think  that  is  my  own  business. 

Question.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  the  question.     We  want  you  to 

wer  the  question  directly  and  to  the  point? 

Lnswer.  I  did  not  have  the  business  outside  to  transact  when  this 

Ition  here  turned  up.  But  I  say  that  allowing  that  I  had  had  the 

16  amount  of  business  to  transact  outside  of  this,  with  private 

ividuals  I  should  have  made  more  money. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

'uestion.  What  was  your  salary  as  clerk  under  Mr.  Cullom  ? 
inswer.  The  same  as  other  clerks  got ;  $1,800  a  year. 

By  the  Chairman : 
uestion.  Did  you  have  any  capital  invested  in  this  operation  of 
olstering  ? 

nswer.  Yes,  sir,  a  great  deal. 

uestion.  Did  you  pay  money  out  of  your  own  pocket? 
nswer.  Yes,  sir,  a  great  deal ;  and  at  one  time,  when  the  defi- 
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ciency  bill  bad  not  passed,  and  tbere  was  no  money  for  some  montbs 
to  pay  my  bills,  I  recollect  that  I  had  to  borrow  a  large  sum  of  money 
to  meet  my  bills. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Did  you  borrow  any  money  of  Mr.  CuUom? 
Answer.  Never  a  cent.    I  always  went  to  the  regular  places  for 
borrowing  money,  to  the  banks. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  you  buy  the  articles  you  famished  on  your  own  ac- 
count, or  did  you  have  them  charged  to  the  government? 

Answer.  I  bought  them  on  my  own  account. 

Question.  Did  you  always  pay  the  cash  for  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  understanding  with  those  of  whom  yon 
purchased  that  they  should  wait  until  you  should  get  the  money  of  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  I  had  credit  and  could  get  these  things  without  being  re- 
quired to  teirmy  business  to  others.  I  had  no  understandiog  of  the 
kind  with  them. 

Question.  The  object  of  my  inquiry  is  to  ascertain  whether,  in 
many  cases  that  you  made  these  purchases,  you  had  an  agreement 
with  the  parties  with  whom  you  traded  that  they  were  to  be  paid 
when  you  received  the  money  from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  there  was  no  such  agreement  as  that.  In  a  great 
many  instances  I  paid  the  cash,  because  by  paying  the  cash  down  1 
could  always,  to  a  great  extent,  inake  my  own  terms  and  get  the  arti- 
cles a  great  deal  cheaper  than  I  could  upon  credit.  I  always  made  the 
best  bargains  I  could,  and  got  my  goods  at  the  lowest  rates  I  could, 
for  the  cheaper  I  got  my  goods  the  more  profit  I  made  upon  them. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Was  your  business  of  upholstering  during  that  time 
limited  to  furnishing  articles  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  relinquished  my  private  business  and  devoted  my  whole 
time  to  the  government  work. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  it  command  your  attendance  here,  whether  you  were 
engaged  or  not  ? 

Answer.  I  always  had  to  be  present  here,  and  have  my  hands  here, 
so  as  to  be  ready  in  case  anything  turned  up  that  required  my  services. 

Question  Did  you  ever  act  as  agent  for  me  as  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Bepresentatives? 

Answer.  I  never  acted  as  agent  for  anybody. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Have  you  any  books,  records,  or  accounts,  by  means  of 
which  you  could  determine  the  amount  of  money  you  paid  out  during 
your  year's  service  here  as  upholsterer? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  have  any  books.     I  might  ascertain  if  I 
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could  lay  my  hands  on  all  my  bills.  I  could  possibly  get  at  it  in  that 
way. 

Question.  Have  you  those  bills? 

Answer.  It  is  very  doubtful.  Some  of  them  I  have,  and  some  I 
have  not. 

Question.  Did  you  not  preserve  your  bills  and  file  them  away  ? 

Answer.  When  I  paid  a  bill  I  was  not  very  particular  in  filing  it 
away. 

Question.  You,  therefore,  cannot  answer  the  question  as  to  the 
amount  you  realized  from  your  position  during  that  time? 

Answer.  I  have  already  told  you  that,  to  the  best  of  my  belief,  I 
averaged  about  twenty-five  per  cent,  profit. 

Question.  I  want  to  get  at  how  much  you  made  at  that  rate? 

Answer.  I  think  my  bills  are  all  published  in  this  report  here. 
They  can  be  added  up  and  twenty-five  per  cent,  calculated  on  the 
amount. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  As  an  upholsterer  and  a  man  of  experience  in  the  business, 
with  a  knowledge  of  the  prices,  &c.,  how  much  more  did  you  make 
the  government  pay  for  these  mirrors,  curtains,  and  other  articles, 
than  they  would  have  cost  a  private  gentleman,  if  he  had  had  occa- 
sion to  use  similar  articles,  to  furnish  them  for  his  own  private  resi- 
dence, and  had  gone  into  the  market  himself  to  buy  them  ? 

Answer.  Taking  them  altogether,  I  do  not  think  I  charged  any 
more. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Could  any  private  individual  have  purchased  these  arti- 
cles at  the  store  at  the  same  prices  that  you  did  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  am  safe  in  saying  that. 

Question.  Would  there  be  twenty-five  per  cent,  difference  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  there  would.  I  had  facilities  for  buying 
that  private  individuals  would  not  have.  I  was  acquainted  with  the 
trade  and  knew  what  the  articles  cost  at  the  factories. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  In  this  bill  of  Mr.  Lamb  with  you  there  are  put  down 
eight  mirrors  at  a  total  cost  of  $1,345,  or  at  an  average  of  $168  each, 
for  which  you  charged  the  government  $275  each.  Do  you  think  you 
would  have  charged  a  private  individual  in  this  city  that  much  ? 

Answer.  Taking  all  the  risk  and  everything  else  into  consideration, 
I  should  certainly  have  charged  that  much.  Whether  he  would  pay  it 
or  not  I  do  not  know.  He  might  choose  to  run  the  risk  himself  for  the 
chance  of  getting  the  articles  cheaper.  Now  I  was  responsible  for  all 
risks  until  these  articles  were  all  put  up  and  delivered  over  to  the 
government.  I  would  not,  and  assume  all  risks,  merely  take  down 
and  put  up  again  in  the  parlor  of  a  private  gentleman  one  of  these 
mirrors,  though  it  would  not  take  me  an  hour  to  do  it.  I  would  not 
do  it  for  $25. 

JNO.  D.  THOMSON. 
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March  15,  1858. 

A.  B.  Parker  called  and  sworn. 
By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  What  office  did  you  hold  under  General  Cdlom,  late 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  ? 

Answer.  That  of  draughtsman  in  charge  of  the  land  maps  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives. 

Question.  Were  you  in  office  at  the  time  that  Mr.  Gollomwas 
elected  ? 

Answer.  I  was,  and  was  continued  in  office  by  him. 

Question.  Are  you  still  in  office? 

Answer.  I  am. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  present  at  any  time  when  an  arrangement  was 
made  betwen  General  CuUom  and  his  clerks  with  reference  to  their 
being  absent  from  their  posts  for  any  length  of  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  the  exact  date,  but  I  was  present  on  one 
occasion  which  I  presume  was  the  one  referred  to. 

Question.  What  transpired  on  that  occasion  ? 

Answer.  The  employes  generally  in  that  branch  of  the  serrioe  in 
which  I  am  employed  were  in  General  CuUom's  room  at  his  boarding 
house,  and  a  general  conversation  took  place  in  reference  to  their  being 
absent  during  the  presidential  campaign  of  1856,  or  for  some  few 
months  at  that  time.  I  think  it  was  in  August,  1856,  immediatelj 
upon  the  eve  of  Mr.  CuUom's  departure  for  Tennessee.  Mr.  Baily, 
Mr.  Burnett,  and  Mr.  Greenlease,  who  were  upon  the  same  service  as 
myself,  were  very  anxious  to  be  absent  until,  I  think,  the  commence- 
ment of  the  next  session  of  Congress.  General  CuUom  agreed  that 
they  might  be  absent  for  that  length  of  time,  and  said  that  upon  their 
return  he  would  restore  them  to  office  and  to  duty. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  anything  was  said  concerning 
the  mode  by  which  this  arrangement  was  to  be  effected,  whether  bjr 
dropping  their  names  from  the  pay-roll,  and  discharging  them  io 
form,  or  whether  they  were  to  be  formally  retained  in  office?  And  if 
anything  was  said  in  regard  to  their  pay  that  would  accrue  during 
their  absence,  state  what  was  said 

Answer.  I  may  not  be  strictly  correct  in  my  recollection;  but  I 
think  the  proposition  was  that  they  should  be  at  liberty  to  be  absent 
until  the  convening  of  Congress,  and  General  CuUom  proposed  to 
suspend  them  from  service  and  pay  during  that  time.  Something  was 
said  in  reg -rd  to  persons  remaining  in  the  employment  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  receiving  pay  while  they  were  away  upon  the  stump) 
electioneering,  &c. 

By  Mr.  Cullom: 

Question.  What  was  my  first  proposition,  and  what  did  those  persona 
desiring  leave  of  absence  say  about  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  what  they  said  about  it,  as  I  have  had  no 
conversation  with  them,  and  no  opportunity  of  knowing  what  they 
said  about  it. 


i 


s  iQ  the  service  of  the  government  and  pay  them  their  salaries 
ihey  were  away  for  the  purpose  of  electioneering.  I  think  that 
e  substance  of  what  he  said,  but  t  cannot  recollect  the  precise 

rtion.  Was  or  was  not  the  proposition  then  made  that  the  names 
e  persons  should  be  jretained  upon  the  pay-roll,  and  they  should 
iheir  pay  upon  their  return,  so  as  to  avoid  the  appearance  of 
ring  them  from  oflSce  ? 

wer.  A  conversation  took  place,  and  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Green- 
)ut  I  am  not  certain  of  that,  said  that  if  their  names  were  dropped 
vspapers  would  blaze  it  forth  to  the  country  that  they  had  been 
)d  from  office,  and  it  might  convey  the  idea  that  they  were  not 
estored  to  office  on  their  return  to  this  city.  Then  it  was  sug- 
by  some  one  of  the  clerks,  I  think,  that  their  names  should  be 
led  on  the  pay  roll,  and  when  they  came  back  they  would  sign 
ir*roll  and  transfer  the  checks  for  their  salary,  in  the  mean  time, 
the  Clerk. 

By  the  Chairman : 

ition.  Did  this  proposition  appear  to  be  acceptable  to  these  gen- 
? 
Brer.  So  far  as  I  could  see,  they  appeared  to  be  perfectly  satisfied 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

jtion.  Under  this  arrangement,  while  these  clerks  were  still 
ig  upon  the  pay-roll,  was  it  competent  for  General  Cullom  to 
t  others  in  their  places  ;  in  other  words,  were  there  any  vacan- 
your  bureau  that  could  be  filled  during  that  period  ? 
wer.  I  should  suppose  not  while  they  remained  upon  the  pay- 
I  recollect  that  there  was  some  conversation,  after  their  return, 
[ling  the  appointment  of  others  in  their  places.  I  was  asked 
it,  and  said  that  I  presumed  there  had  been  no  one  appointed  in 
lace^,  and  upon  that  I  suppose  the  dissatisfaction  arose. 
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Answer.  I  heard  so,  but  never  saw  the  card. 

Question.  When  that  card  was  published  did  not  these  other  gen- 
tlemen propose  to  you  to  come  down  to  my  room,  and  there  sign  a 
statement  contradicting  Mr.  Acton's  card? 

Answer.  There  was  a  card  published  to  which  my  name  was  at- 
tached; but  I  do  not  think  they  asked  me  to  sign  a  card  contradicting 
Mr.  Acton's  statements,  for  they  knew  I  had  not  seen  his  card,  and 
knew  nothing  about  what  was  in  it. 

By  Mr.  Eicaud : 

Question.  Have  you  received  all  your  salary  since  General  CuUom 
has  been  in  office  ? 

Answer,  I  have  received  all  except  a  small  amount  which  has  been 
retained  to  be  adjusted  by  the  Committee  on  Accounts;  it  was  neces- 
sary that  it  should  be  passed  upon  by  the  Committee  on  Accounts  of 
the  present  Congress,  and  it  is  now  in  process  of  adjustment. 

By  Mr.  Cullom: 

Question.  Did  I  pay  you  all  that  my  predecessor  paid  you;  that  is, 
at  the  same  rate  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  the  matter  to  be  adjusted  in  relation  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  law  under  which  you  were  appointed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  I  not  give  the  law  the  same  construction  that  my^ 
predecessor  did,  and  was  it  not  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Account^ 
to  decide  whether  it  admitted  of  a  wider  construction  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  the  law  specified  a  higher  salary,  and  there  wa.^ 
a  little  difference  between  the  pay.  clerk  and  myself,  and  I  did  noi 
press  the  matter;  afterwards  I  called  the  matter  up  again,  and  Mac*. 
Cullom  told  me  it  would  have  to  be  delayed  until  the  Committee  (>u 
Accounts  of  the  present  Congress  should  assemble  and  pass  upon  i% 
as  it  was  to  be  paid  from  a  fund  which  required  to  be  passed  upon  bj 
them. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Did  you  pay  General  Cullom  anything,  or  promi.se  him 
any  money  or  consideration  in  return  for  your  being  retained  in  office? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  such  a  thing  was  never  suggested  to  me. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 
Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  agreement  on  the  part  of  any 
person  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  and  I  do  not  believe  such  is  the  case. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Upon  the  evening  of  my  departure,  when  you  say  this 
agreement  between  me  and  the  clerks  was  made,  did  I  not  announce 
to  the  clerks  by  name  that  they  had  solicited  me  to  grant  them  leave 
of  absence  to  engage  in  the  presidential  canvass,  and  that  I  consid- 
ered it  incompatible  with  my  duty  as  a  public  officer  for  them  to  be 
allowed  to  do  more  than  go  and  vote;  and  that  I  would  grant  them 
leave  of  absence,  but  they  must  consider  themselves  out  of  office  until 
the  next  meeting  of  Congress  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect  the  precise  words,  but  I  think  such  an 


ACCOUNTS  OF  WILLIAM  CULLOM.  445 

(jement  was  made  to  Messrs.  Burnett,  Baily  and  Greenlease, 
office,  and  to  Mr.  Stanton,  of  another  office, 
tion.  And  did  not  some  of  the  clerks  ask  me  if  it  would  not 
the  same  purpose,  and  avoid  the  mention  of  their  removal  in 
irspapers,  to  let  them  stand  upon  the  pay-roll,  and  transfer  their 
back  upon  their  return  ? 

ver.  I  think  that  was  the  conversation,  as  far  as  I  can  recollect, 
ition.  Will  you  state  whether  this  is  the  card  you  signed,  and 
)ntent8  conform  to  your  present  recollection  of  what  transpired? 
ullom  here  handed  to  witness  a  copy  of  the  Star  containing  a 
a  set  forth  at  length  in  the  testimony  of  William  Baily.] 
wer.  I  have  no  doubt  this  is  this  the  card  I  signed,  and  it  con- 
X)  my  recollection  of  what  occurred  at  the  time. 

By  Mr.  Curry  : 

jtion.  Did  you  hear  all  the  conversation  that  occurred  between 

illom  and  these  clerks  as  to  the  agreement  which  was  entered 

wer.  I  think  I  did. 

Jtion.  Did  all  the  persons  you  have  named  as  being  parties  to  this 

lent  say  they  desired  to  be  absent  to  engage  in  the  presidential 

8? 

wer.  All  except  Mr.  Greenlease,  who  desired  to  be  absent  to 
is  friends,  as  his  mother  was  sick. 

Btion.  Was  anything  said  in  this  conversation  by  Mr.  Cullom 
his  being  pressed  by  outsiders  for  some  crumbs  of  his  patronage? 
wer.  I  think  he  made  the  remark  CASually,  but  I  will  not  be 
I  that  he  made  it  at  that  time ;  I  had  heard  him  make  the 
i  before,  while  engaged  in  making  up  his  appointments. 

A.  R.  PARKER. 

i*.  Wallach  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

istion.  What  is  your  residence? 

iwer.  Washington  City. 

stion.  Had  you  any  official  connexion  with  Mr.  Cullom  as  Clerk 

House  of  Representatives  ? 

iwer.  I  was  one  of  his  clerks  in  the  map  office. 

jstion    Were  you  present  during  the  latter  part  of  August,  1856, 

I  private  room  in  his  boarding-house,  when  an  arrangement  was 

between  him  and  some  of  his  employes  in  relation  to  their  having 

of  absence  for  a  time  ? 

jwer.  I  was. 

jstion.  What  occurred  on  that  occasion  ? 

jwer.  There  was  a  distinct  understanding,  so  far  as  I  could 

stand  it,  between  Mr.  Cullom  and  Mr.  Baily,  Mr.  Greenlease, 

LCton,  Mr.  Burnett,  and  Mr.  Stanton,  that,  as  some  of  them 

d  to  leave  for  the  purpose  of  engaging  in  the  presidential  can- 

they  were  to  have  leave  to  go  away,  but  were  not  to  receive 

)ay  for  the  time  they  should  be  absent.     Mr.   Greenlease,  I 

,  was  the  only  one  who  did  not  desire  to  go  away  for  political 

ses,  bat  he  wanted  to  visit  his  mother,  who  was  sick. 


\. 


446  ACCOUNTS   OF  WILLIAM   CULLOM. 

Question.  For  what  length  of  time  did  they  want  leave  of  abflence? 

Answer.  Until  the  commencement  of  the  next  session  of  Ck)ngre88. 

Question.  Did  General  CuUom  make  any  proposition  to  them  ;  for 
inst^ance,  that  they  were  to  consider  themselves  out  of  office  while  they 
should  b9  absent? 

Answer.  He  said  they  were  to  be  considered  out  of  office  for  the 
time  being. 

Question.  Did  any  one  suggest  any  mode  by  which  the  arrange- 
ment was  to  be  carried  out,  whether  to  continue  their  names  upon  the 
pay-roll  or  to  let  them  be  dropped  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  Mr.  Baily  proposed  this  arrangement:  that 
if  any  one  was  substituted  in  their  places  while  they  should  be  absent 
they  would  transfer  their  checks  for  their  salary  to  that  person,  or  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  House,  when  they  came  back. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  anything  was  said  about  the 
letter-writers  for  newspapers  getting  hold  of  the  matter  if  they  were 
to  be  removed  from  office  ? 

Answer  I  think  that  Mr.  Baily  made  the  suggestion  that  probably 
some  persons  might  write  letters  from  here  stating  that  they  had 
been  removed  for  some  cause,  and  that  it  would  be  better  to  have  some 
other  arrangement. 

Question.  What  arrangement  was  then  made  upon  that  suggestion  ? 

Answer.  That  when  they  came  back  they  were  to  sign  the  pay-roll 
and  transfer  their  checks  back  to  the  Clerk. 

Question.  What  did  General  CuUom  say  when  that  arrangement 
was  proposed  ? 

Answer.  He  said  that  it  suited  him  if  it  did  them. 

Question.  Did  General  CuUom  leave  that  evening? 

Answer.  He  did.  I  was  the  last  person  to  leave  the  room  that  evening. 

Question.  How  was  General  Cullom  engaged  while  this  conversa- 
tion was  going  on  ? 

Answer.  General  Cullom  was  packing  his  trunk  ;  Mr.  Stanton  was 
also  engaged  in  packing,  and  Mr.  Acton  and  myself  were  standing  by 
looking  on. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  this  arrangement  was  carried  into 
effect  when  these  clerks  returned  ? 

Answer.  I  heard  them  say  that  it  had  been  carried  into  effect ;  that 
is  all  I  know  about  it. 

Question.  Who  first  made  complaint  of  General  Cullom  about  it? 

Answer.  Mr.  Burnett  was  the  first  one  I  heard  say  anything  about  it. 

Question.  Upon  what  ground,  and  when,  did  he  complain? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  exactly  the  time. 

Question.  Was  it  before  or  after  he  was  notified  that  he  would  be 
removed  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  that  as  I  do  not  know  when  he  was  so  notified. 
He  merely  told  me,  after  the  adjournment  of  the  last  session  of  Con- 
gress, that  just  before  the  close  of  that  session  he  had  some  difficulty 
with  General  Cullom,  and  then  he  went  on  with  some  rigmarole  story 
that  I  could  hardly  make  head  or  tail  of. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  General  Cullom  paid  these  gentle- 
men, before  they  went  away,  the  extra  compensation  that  was  sup- 
posed to  be  coming  to  them  under  a  resolution  of  the  House  ? 
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Answer.  I  think  it  was  paid  to  them. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  that  extra  compensation  was  al- 
>wed  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury  ? 
Answer.  I  think  it  was  overruled  at  the  treasury. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  any  difficulty  occurred  between 
T.  Cullom  and  Mr.  Acton  in  reference  to  this  extra  compensation, 
id  if  so,  what  was  the  result  of  it? 

Answer.  I  had  no  conversation  with  Mr.  Acton  myself  about  it. 
Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  published  a  card  in  reference 

the  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  saw  a  card  published  over  his  name. 

Question.  Was  there  a  counter  statement  prepared  and  published 
f  the  other  clerks  who  had  been  suspended  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  that  counter  statement  made  by  them  freely  and 
>luntarily  ? 

Answer.  It  was  done  mostly  at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Burnett,  who 
as  constantly  importuning  those  in  the  office,  often  to  the  delay  and 
iterruption  of  business,  to  go  down  to  Mr.  Cullom's  room  and  get  up 
lis  statement.  At  last  we  consented  to  do  so^  and  as  we  were  going 
)wn  we  met  Mr.  8tanton  coming  up  Seventh  street,  and  as  he  seemed 
\  be  anxious  to  have  the  statement  prepared  we  agreed  to  go  lo  his 
K>m,  which  was  in  a  house  near  that  of  Mr.  Cullom,  and  wait  there 
•r  him  to  come ;  we  did  so,  but  he  did  not  come. 

Question.  About  what  time  did  this  matter  in  reference  to  Mr. 
.cton  take  place  ? 

Answer.  Some  time  in  December,  I  think ;  about  the  time  of  the 
>mmencement  of  the  last  session  of  the  last  Congress.  I  was  in  the 
X)m  of  Mr.  Cullom,  and  saw  Mr.  Burnett  with  a  note  to  leave  there 
\r  Mr.  Cullom,  stating  that  they  had  come  there  to  sign  this  state- 
lent,  and  asking  when  he  desired  it  to  be  done.  Mr.  Cullom  said 
tterwards  that  he  thanked  us  for  our  kindness,  but  thought  it  unne- 
»sary  to  make  the  statement.  Mr.  Burnett  used  to  speak  of  General 
uilom,  up  to  within  a  few  days  of  the  close  of  the  last  session  of  Con- 
ress,  as  if  he  was  his  right  hand  man  in  everything. 

Question.  Were  you  appointed  to  office  by  General  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Are  you  still  in  office  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  all  your  salary  while  you  were  in  office  ? 

Ansvier.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  General  Cullom  anything,  or  agree  to  pay 
im  anything,  for  your  appointment? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  else  who  made  such  an  agree- 
lent? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  any  one  who  made  such  a  proposition,  or 
ho  had  any  such  proposition  made  to  them? 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Was  this  arrangement  of  which  you  have  been  speaking 
ntered  into  voluntarily  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  General  Cullom  say  that  the  arrange- 
ment had  been  decided  upon  by  him,  and  it  must  be  agreed  to? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  all  I  heard  him  say  was  that  he  would  acquiesce 
in  it  if  it  suited  them. 

C.  P.  WALLACE. 

Francis  E.  Spinner  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Was  that  your  first  term  in  Congress  ? 

Answer.  It  ^as. 

Question.  From  what  State  ? 

Answer.  The  State  of  New  York. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  business  transactions  of  any  kind 
with  General  Cullom  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  am  aware  of ;  I  can  think  of  none  now. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  any  books  from  him? 

Answer.  None  but  the  ordinary  documents  ? 

Question.  Did  you  get  the  books  provided  for  members  under  the 
resolution  of  July  7,  1856,  and  the  act  of  March  3,  1857? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  them  personally  ;  they  were  sent  to 
my  district. 

Question.  What  directions  did  you  give  in  reference  to  those  boob? 

Answer.  I  directed  them  to  be  sent  to  the  St.  Lawrence  Academy, 
at  Pottsdam. 

Question.  Have  you  information  that  they  have  been  received? 

Answer.  I  have. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  From  whom  did  you  receive  that  information  ? 

Answer.  From  Mr.  Redway,  who  is,  I  think,  one  of  the  trustees  of 
the  academy. 

Question.  Does  he  write  th^t  all  the  books  have  been  received? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  copies  should  have  been  embraced  in 
the  set ;  I  think  he  mentioned  in  the  letter  what  was  sent. 

Question,  Have  you  his  letter  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect;  some  time  ago,  but  since  I  came  to  this 
session  of  Congress. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  There  is  a  current  set  of  Globes  given  to  every  member 
of  Congress  for  distribution,  consisting  of  24  copies  ;  have  you  re- 
ceived them  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  that  I  have,  and  have  distributed  them? 
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By  Mr.  Horton : 

uestion.  Have  you  the  means  of  knowing  that  the  hooks  sent  to 
r  library  were  complete  sets  of  what  was  ordered  by  Congress  ? 
nswer.  I  think  I  have  two  or  three  letters  upon  that  sabject. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

uestion.  Did  you  give  a  receipt  for  those  books? 

.nswer.  I  do  not  think  I  did ;  I  merely  designated  the  library. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

!aestion.  What  do  these  letters  state  that  you  have  received  in 
ird  to  these  books  ? 

inswer.  They  complain  that  the  books  are  badly  worn,  the  fly- 
^ea  written  upon,  &c.  I  think  that  one  letter  contained,  enclosed 
t,  a  title  page  cut  out  of  one  of  the  books,  to  show  how  badly  it  is 
ed.  I  have  not  looked  into  these  letters  since  I  received  them,  and 
)  not  recollect  of  having  said  anything  about  them  to  anybody 
ept  to  Mr.  Uives,  who  enquired  about  the  matter  one  day,  and  I 
I  him  what  I  had  received. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Have  you  received  those  letters  since  you  have  been  here 

J  session,  and  have  you  them  now? 

Uswer.  I  think  I  have  them  at  my  room ;  I  think  I  received  them 

ce  I  came  here. 

Iff.  Davis. — ^Tou  will  please  look  them  up  and  bring  them  before 

8  committee  at  its  next  meeting. 

F.  E.  SPINNEB. 

Mabch  18,  1858. 
BusHA  WmnLBSBT  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Do  you  know  any  fact  of  your  own  knowledge  with  refer- 
ee to  Mr.  CuUom,  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  except 
liat  is  on  record? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  personal  interviews  with  Mr.  Cul- 
tu  in  reference  to  the  business  of  his  office  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  personal  acquaintance  with  him  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  personal  interviews  with  any  of 

9  clerks  or  subordinates  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  with  Mr.  Ingram. 

[The  witness  here  submitted  a  written  statement,  marked  ^^  E.  W., 

».  1,''  which  is  filed.] 

By  the  Chairman : 
Jnestion.  Is  there  anything  else  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge 
reference  to  the  matter  before  the  committee  for  investigation  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir.     I  have  said  that  before. 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

H.  Rep.  Com.  1    29 
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The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  having  transmitted  to  this  committee 
the  information  called  for  by  their  communication  of  the  8th  instant, 
I  am  enabled,  by  the  documents  sent,  to  answer  further  that  part  of 
the  inquiry,  on  page  163  of  the  manuscript  testimony,  in  the  follow- 
ing words :  *'  Is  there  any  fact  within  your  knowledge  that  will  show 
malfeasance  or  misfeasance,  or  dereliction  of  official  duty ;  or  that  will 
have  a  tendency  to  establish  anything  of  the  kind  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Cullom?"  and  I  say,  by  the  document  designated  B,  being  the  ac- 
count of  Mr.  Cullom  for  disbursing  from  the  contingent  fund  in  his 
hands,  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  the  half  year 
commencing  on  the  1st  of  July,  and  ending  on  the  31st  of  December, 
1866,  and  by  the  report  of  the  accounting  officers  No.  125,854,  and 
the  vouchers  that  accompany  it,  the  fact  is  proven   that  Mr.  Cullom 
transmitted  to  the  Treasury  Department  the  receipts  and  acknowledg- 
ments of  J.  C.  Greenlease,  J.  J.  Burnett,  and  William  Baily,  amoun^ 
ing  in  the  aggregate,  to  each,  the  sum  of  $450,  and  the  receipts  of 
S.  S.  Stanton  for  the  sum  of  $450,  and  amounting  to  the  sum  of 
$1,800  in  all,  for  which  amount  he  claimed  credit ;  and  in  the  settle- 
ment of  said  account  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury  De- 
Sartment  the  said  sum  of  $1,800  was  allowed  to  the  credit  of  the  said 
[r.  Cullom,  when,  in  fact,  he  had  not  paid  the  same,  nor  any  part 
thereof;   that  the  taking  said  receipts  and  acknowledgments,  and 
transmitting  the  same  to  the  Treasury  Department  for  settlement 
and  allowance,  was  and  is  in  violation  of  a  part  of  the  16th  section 
of  an  act  approved  on  the  6th  day  of  August,  1846,  entitled  "An  act 
to  provide  for  the  better  organization  of  the  treasury,  and  for  the 
collection,  safe  keeping,  transfer,  and  disbursement  of  the  public 
revenue." — (Vol.  9,  on  page  63.) 

It  appears  by  an  account  designated  *'  C,"  which  Mr.  Cullom  trana-    j 
mitted  to  the  First  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  Department  for  settle-    I 
ment  on  the  third  day  of  (this  month)  March,  1858,  he  admits  he 
withheld  said  sum  of  $1,800  from  the  persons  mentioned^  whose  re- 
ceipts he  took,  and  obtained  credit  in  his  account  as  mentioned  abo?e. 
In  said  account,  C,  he  credits  the  United  States  with 

three  items  amounting  to $16,216  OT 

He  charges  them  with  the  same  amount,  passed  by  the 

Committee  on  Accounts. 
He  states  **  amount  withheld  from  William  Baily,  J.  C. 
Greenlease,  J.  J.  Burnett,  and  S.  S.  Stanton,  on 
vouchers  returned  to  the  treasury  on  the  last  quarter 
of  the  year  1856,  $450  each,  by  reason  of  non-perform- 
ance ot  service , 1,800  00'' 

18,015  01 


William  Baily,  J.  C.  Greenlease,  and  J.  J.  Burnett  signed  paj-rolb 
for  the  months  of  October  and  November,  compensation  being  lor  each 
month  $150  each. 
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For  the  month  of  September  each  of  those  three  persons  signed  a 
receipt  for  $150  for  his  services,  and  each  receipt  is  dated  the  29th  of 
Norember,  1856. 

*  S,  8.  Stanton's  receipt  is  for  $450,  dated  November  29,  1856,  being 
lis  compensation  for  services  for  the  months  of  September,  October, 
ind  November. 

If  these  clerks  were  entitled  to  compensation,  according  to  law  and 
he  usages  of  the  office,  it  was  malfeasance  to  withhold  the  money 
rom  them. 

If  they  were  not  so  entitled  it  was  malfeasance  to  take  their  receipts, 
.nd  to  obtain  credit  for  paying  money  which  Mr.  CuUom  now  admits 
7as  not  paid. 

The  section  cited  in  the  act  of  August  6,  1846,  also  provides  "  that 
ny  failure  to  pay  over  or  to  produce  the  public  moneys  entrusted  to 
iich  person"  f disbursing  officer)  ** shall  be  held  and  taken  to  be 
•rima  facie  eviaence  of  embezzlement."  Mr.  CuUom  has  not,  as  ap- 
lears  from  said  account  designated  *^  C,"  paid  over  said  sum  of  $1,800, 
lor  has  he  produced  it,  which  by  law  is  a  malfeasance. 

ELISHA  WHITTLESEY. 

WASHiNaxoN,  March  18,  1858. 

C.  F.  HuBLBURT  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  ? 

Answer.  New  Hartford,  New  York,  near  Utica. 

Question.  Were  you  connected  with  the  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  in  any  way? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  was  an  assistant  clerk,  under  the  resolution  of 
May  4,  1848. 

Question.  Were  you  present  at  a  time  when  an  arrangement  was 
made  between  the  late  Clerk  and  some  of  his  subordinates  in  reference 
to  their  being  absent  for  any  length  of  time  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not  present  at  the  interview  between  General  Cul- 
om  and  his  clerks ;  but  Mr.  Burnett  told  me  afterwards  about  it,  to 
which  I  refer  in  a  certificate  published  in  the  Star  of  this  city,  on 
March  28,  1857. 

Question.  Do  you  wish  to  incorporate  that  with  your  evidence  as 
lart  of  your  testimony  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  certificate  is  as  follows : 

"  The  undersigned  was  not  present  on  the  occasion  referred  A)  in 
lie  statement  of  his  brother  clerks,  but  out  of  justice  to  General  Cul- 
Dm  would  say  that  on  many  occasions  Mr.  Burnett  said  to  him  that 
tis  pay  was  suspended  from  September  1  to  December  1,  1856,  i.  e., 
uring  the  time  he  was  absent  from  Washington,  as  he  wished  to  en- 
sge  in  the  presidential  canvass  ;  and  that  also,  both  before  his 
«parture  for  and  his  return  from  Tennessee,  he  expressed  himself  as 
nderstanding  the  above  mcDtioned  arrangement  as  above  stated  ; 
nd,  moreover,  spoke  in  the  highest  terms  of  General  CuUom. 

**  CHARLES  F.  HURLBURT." 
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QaentioD.  Does  tliat  statemeDt  comprise  aH  tke  iKlB  wiihin  jtmr 
knowle'lge? 

AunwtT,  Te«,  sir. 

Qae«tion.  Were  70a  employed  in  the  Mme  cfioe  vita  Mr.  Btvaett  ? 

Answer.  Ye«,  »ir. 

Qaestion.  When  did  7011  first  hear  him  spe^  abooi  this  arrmiige- 
ment? 

Answer.  A  daj  or  two  after  the  interriew,  and  I  heard  him  speak 
abont  it  sereral  times  after  he  came  back. 

Question.  Did  you  understand  from  him,  before  he  weot  awaj.  that 
he  and  his  asHOciateb  were  to  be  absent,  and  were  to  recdTe  no  pay* 
during  the  time  they  were  absent? 

Answer.  That  was  the  distinct  understanding,  and  he  expressed 
himself  as  being  perfectly  satisfied  with  thearrangement,  and  indulged 
in  high  praises  of  General  Cullom,  and  said  that  he  thought  it  wu 
perfectly  right.     He  expressed  himself  many  times  to  that  effect. 

Question.  Did  he  do  so  after  he  learned  that  no  person  had  been 
employed  in  his  place  during  his  absence? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  ever  said  anrthing  abont  it 
then  ? 

Question.  Did  General  Cullom  pay  you  for  your  services  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  give  him  or  agree  to  give  him  any  money, 
benefit,  or  consideration,  in  any  way  in  consequence  of  your  appoint- 
ment ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  who  did  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  that  shows  or  tends  to  showanj 
misfeasance,  malfeasance,  or  Idereliction  of  duty  in  any  way  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Cullom,  as  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

CHAS.  F.  HURLBURT. 

BuFUS  Prentice  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  present  residence? 

Answer.  I  have  been  residing  in  Washington  city,  and  am  residing 
here  now  except  when  away  on  business. 

Question.  Were  you  connected  with  the  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
ReKresentatives  in  any  way  ? 

Answer.  I  was  a  clerk  under  him. 

Question.  During  what  time  i? 

Answer.  From  about  the  commencement  of  his  term  of  office  until 
the  close  of  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  an  arrangement  that  Mr. 
Cullom  made  with  some  of  his  clerks,  by  which  they  were  to  have  the 
privilege  of  being  absent  for  a  time  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  in  regard  to  it? 

Answer.  I  signed  a  statement  which  was  published  in  the  Wash- 
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ington  Star,  March  28,  1857  ;  I  have  read  that  statement  over  within 
a  few^  minutes,  and  it  confirms  what  I  know  in  relation  to  the  matter 
as  nearly  as  I  can  now  recollect. 

Question.  Do  you  incorporate  that  statement  into  your  evidence  as 
part  of  your  testimony  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

[See  statement,  signed  by  Rufus  Prentice,  A.  K.  Parker,  and 
others,  in  testimony  of  William  Baily.] 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Were  you  a  clerk  in  the  map  office  ? 

Answer.     I  was. 

Question.  Did  you  get  your  pay  for  all  the  time  you  served  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Were  you  absent  any  of  the  time? 

Answer.  I  was  absent  a  part  of  the  time,  for  a  few  days  at  a  time, 
but  not  for  any  length  of  time. 

Question.  Was  any  substitute  appointed  in  your  place  during  your 
absence  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anything  else  connected  with  this  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Were  jou  present  at  the  time  this  arrangement  was 
entered  into  between  General  CuUom  and  his  clerks  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  but  I  did  not  hear  all  the  conversation,  but  I 
heard  the  most  of  it.  They  had  got  alon^  with  some  of  it  when  I 
^eached  them  ;  but  I  heard  Mr.  Baily  and  Mr.  Greenlease  talk  it  over 
together  several  times  ;  I  also  heard  Mr.  Burnett  speak  about  it. 

Question.  Was  that  after  they  had  returned  and  had  carried  out 
"the  agreement  ? 

Answer.    It  was. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Did  you  understand  this  to  have  been  a  voluntary  act  on 
*he  part  of  the  clerks  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  understand  it  was  done  at  their  instance  and  for 
^heir  accommodation  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  But  Mr.  Greenlease  afterwards  said  that  if  he 
lad  known  that  by  obtaining  this  leave  of  absence  for  three  months 
they  were  to  lose  their  pay,  he  would  not  have  asked  for  so  long  a 
leave.  But  he  understood  perfectly  well  that  he  was  not  to  receive 
any  pay. 

Question.  Did  you  get  your  full  pay  for  your  services  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  in  your  connexion  with  the  office, 
or  otaerwise,  that  shows  or  tends  to  show  any  misfeasance,  malfeas- 
ance, or  dereliction  of  duty  in  any  way  on  the  part  of  Mr.  CuUom  as 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir.  I  do  not  know  of  any  reason  why  these  clerks 
should  have  been  dissatisfied.  They  all  understood  perfectly  well  the 
arrangement  that  they  were  not  to  receive  any  pay  while  absent.  But 
Mr.  Burnett  said,  after  he  came  back,  that  he  thought,  notwithstanding 
the  General  had  told  them  they  would  not  receive  pay  while  absent, 
that  probably  they  would  get  it ;  that  the  General  would  give  it  to 
them. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  he  say  that  in  connexion  with  the  fact  that  no  sub* 
stitutes  had  been  appointed  to  fill  their  places  while  absent  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  state  that  fact  as  a  reason  why  he  expected  they* 
would  get  the  money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Now,  outside  of  this  transaction  with  the  clerks,  do  yon 
know  of  anything  else  that  would  throw  discredit  upon  the  conduct  of 
General  Cullom  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Were  you  present  at  the  time  these  men  applied  for  leave 
to  go  away  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  anything  said  during  the  conversation  then  about 
General  Cullom  giving  crumbs  of  his  patronage  to  those  pressing 
him  outside? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  said  that? 

Answer.  General  Cullom. 

Question.  Did  he  assign  that  as  a  reason  for  granting  them  leave  of 
absence  ? 

Answer.  He  assigned  that  as  a  reason  for  their  not  receiving  pay 
while  away.  And  furthermore  he  said  that  he  did  not  think  it  right 
to  allow  clerks  to  go  out  electioneering,  as  they  all  said  they  desired  to 
do,  except  Mr.  Greenlease,  and  at  the  same  time  continue  to  receive 
their  pay  from  the  government. 

RUFUS  PRENTICE. 

J.  N.  Gordon  called  and  sworn . 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  ? 

Answer.  Washington  city. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  official  connexion  with  the  late  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  was  employed  in  the  map  office  under  General  Cullom. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  an  arrangement  made  be- 
tween him  and  some  of  his  clerks,  by.  which  they  were  to  be  absent 
for  some  time  ? 
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Answer.  I  was  present  at  the  interview  between  them  and  General 
Callom  when  that  subject  was  brought  up. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  about  that  arrangement? 

Answer.  I  signed  a  certificate  which  was  published  in  the  Wash- 
ington Star,  March  28,  1857,  which  is  a  correct  statement  of  what  I 
know  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Qaestion.  Did  you  draw  up  that  certificate? 

Answer.  Mr.  Parker  drew  up  the  original  ;  there  were  some  altera- 
tions made  in  it,  and  I  then  made  a  copy  of  it  at  our  office. 

Question.  Who  first  suggested  the  getting  up  of  that  statement? 

Answer.  I  really  do  not  know.  I  knew  nothing  about  it  until  Mr. 
Parker  first  handed  it  to  me. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Was  it  got  up  in  consequence  of  some  publication  made 
by  Mr.  Stanton  and  Mr.  Burnett? 

Answer.  There  was  a  certificate  published  at  the  same  time,  which 
I  drew  up,  in  consequence  of  Mr.  Burnett's  card.  The  statements  in 
his  card  were  so  different  from  what  I  had  heard  him  state  before,  that 
I  thought  it  was  well  enough  to  make  an  additional  statement,  and 
did  so.     That  statement  is  as  follows : 

"  Washington,  March  2T,  1857. 

•*  Having  read  in  the  *  American  Organ,'  of  yesterday,  a  card  by 
J.  J.  Burnett,  in  which  he  refers  to  a  difficulty  which  occurred  some 
time  during  last  December  between  General  CuUom,  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  one  of  his  employes,  (Mr.  Acton,)  and 
he  (Mr.  Burnett)  having  espoused  the  cause  of  Mr.  Acton  in  that 
affair,  we,  the  undersigned,  think  it  due  to  General  Cullom  to  state 
that  after  the  publication  of  a  statement  by  Acton  against  General 
Cullom,  of  the  same  nature  as  that  contained  in  the  card  above  re- 
ferred to,  we  frequently  heard  Mr.  Burnett  pronounce  it  false.  He 
daily  importuned  us  to  unite  with  him  in  refuting  the  statement,  and 
on  one  occasion,  at  his  request,  we  went  with  him  to  General  Cullom's 
room,  with  that  intention,  but  not  finding  him,  Mr.  Burnett  left  upon 
his  table  a  note  informing  him  of  our  being  there  for  that  purpose. 

"J.  C.  GREENLEA8E. 

"  C.  P.  WALLACH. 

^'J.  N.  GORDON. 

^'WM.  BAILY." 

Question.  Did  you  understand  at  the  time  this  arrangement  was 
made  that  it  was  voluntary  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Cullom's  clerks,  and 
made  at  their  instance  and  for  their  accommodation  ? 

Answer.  So  far  as  regards  their  having  leave  of  absence  it  was  at 
their  instance  ;  but  I  do  not  think  they  expected  to  lose  their  pay  while 
they  were  away  when  they  first  asked  leave. 

After  they  had  made  that  arrangement,  do  you  suppose  they  ex- 
pected to  receive  their  pay  for  that  time  ? 
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Answer.  I  should  suppose  not ;  I  was  not  one  of  the  parties  in- 
terested, hut  that  was  my  understanding  from  the  conversation  that 
I  heard  while  I  was  present. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  your  entire  salary  f 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  was  not  absent  at  all. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  anything  or  promise  to  pay  anything,  or 
give  any  consideration  in  any  way  by  way  of  reward,  or  profit,  or 
advantage  to  General  Cnllom  for  your  office  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  who  did? 

Answer.  I  d    not. 

Question.  Now,  outside  of  this  transaction  with  the  clerks,  do  you 
know  any  other  fact  which  would  show,  or  tend  to  show,  any  mal- 
practice, or  malfeasance,  or  dereliction  of  duty  in  any  way  upon  the 
part  of  General  CuUom,  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  submit  any  proposition  to  you  that  an  honest 
man  would  not  make,  or  an  honest  man  would  not  accept  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  never  to  me. 

J.  N.  GORDON. 

Francis  E.  Spinner,  recalled. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Have  you  the  papers  you  were  requested  to  bring  befoTi 
the  committee  ? 

Answer.  I  have  one,  a  letter  from  Elijah  W.  Plumb,  sworn  to  l>e- 
fore  Milton  Brown,  justice  of  the  peace. 

[The  letter  was  submitted  to  the  committee,  marked  *^F.  E.  S.j 
No.  l."j 

Question.  Do  you  know  Elijah  W.  Plumb  to  be  a  man  entitled  tc: 
credit  ? 

Answer.  I  do  ;  he  is  a  Presbyterian  clergyman. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Milton  Brown,  as  justice  of  the  peace? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  any  doubt  that  this  paper  is  genuine? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

By  Jlr.  Curry : 

Question.  When  did  you  designate  this  library  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  the  precise  date  ;  some  time  last  fall.  I  was  in 
Canada  for  several  weeks  last  year,  and  on  my  way  back,  early  in 
September  last,  I  stopped  in  Potsdam,  and  it  was  while  I  was  then 
there  that  I  first  made  up  my  mind  as  to  what  library  I  would  have 
these  books  sent  to  by  Mr.  CuUom. 

F.  E.  SPINNER. 

^^F.  E.  S.,  No.  1.'' 

Potsdam,  December  18,  1857. 
The  following  is  a  correct  list  and  description  of  all  the  books  lately 
received  as  a  donation  from  Hon.  Francis  E.  Spinner  to  St.  Lawrence 
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Academy,  as  sent  by  Mr.  William  CuUom,  late  Clerk  of  tbe  House  of 
Representatives,  at  Washington,  viz : 

1.  Congressional  Globe,  38  volumes,  (or  separate  books.) 
The  set  appears  to  be  complete,  as  to  matter,  from  1834  to 
1855.  Nothing  earlier  or  later  than  these  dates  ;  bound 
in  sheep  backs  and  pasteboard  covers ;  entirely  unlike  in 
lettering  upon  the  backs  ;  some  of  them  numbered  by  the 
volume,  some  by  the  year,  and  others  by  the  session  ;  pub- 
lished at  all  dates  from  1834  to  1855;  many  of  them  bear- 
ing the  names,  apparently,  of  former  owners  upon  the 
cover,  the  fly-leaf,  or  the  title-page,  and  having  the  ap- 
pearance of  age  and  much  use 38 

2.  Congressional  Debates,  30  volumes,  (or  separate  books;) 
uniform  sheep  binding,  published  by  Gales  &  Seaton  at 
different  dates,  from  1825  to  1837,  and  apparently  filling 
the  space  from  1819  to  1837,  with  the  exception  of  a  chasm 
from  1819  to  1824.  None  of  these  appear  to  have  been 
used.. 30 

3.  Annals  of  Congress,  41  volumes,  (or  separate  books.)  The 
set  Bppears  to  be  complete  from  1789  to  1824.  Uniform 
sheep  binding,  published  by  Gales  &  Seaton  at  different 
dates  from  1834  to  1855.  None  of  these  appear  to  have 
been  used 41 

4.  Opinions  of  Attorneys  General,  5  volumes  ;  uniform  sheep 
binding,  published  by  Robert  Farnham^  1852  and  1856. 
None  of  these  appear  to  have  been  used 5 

5.  Laws,  Instructions,  and  Opinions  on  Public  Lands,  2  vol- 
umes ;  uniform  sheep  binding,  published  by  Gales  &  Sea- 
ton, 1838.     None  of  these  appear  to  have  been  used..^ 2 

6.  Jefferson's  Complete  Works,  9  volumes;  uniform  cloth 
binding,  published  by  Taylor  &  Maury,  1854.     Set  new 

and  perfect • 9 

•?.  Life  and  Works  of  John  Adams,  10  volumes  ;  uniform  cloth 
binding,  published  by  Little,  Brown  &  Co.,  Boston,  lb56. 
Set  new  and  perfect 10 

8,  Elliott's  Debates  and  Supplement,  5  volumes ;  uniform 
sheep  binding,  published  by  Taylor  &  Maury,  1845  and 
1854.     An  old  set,  but  not  materially  soiled 5 

9.  Reports  on  the  Finances,  7  volumes  ;  uniform  sheep  bind- 
ing, published  by  '*  Blair  &  Rives"  and  John  C.  Rives, 
1837  and  1851.    A  very  old  set,  much  soiled.    The  enclosed 

is  the  title-page  of  one  of  these  volumes 7 
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10.  Pensions  and  Bounty  Lands,  Mayo  and  Moulton,  1  volume, 
published  by  J.  T.  Towers,  1852 1 

11.  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  T  volumes,  published  by  Blair 
&  Rives,  1837.     A  very  old  and  much  soiled  set,  having 

the  name  **  Chambers"  written  in  several  of  the  volumes...  7 

12.  Hickey's  Constitution,  1  volume ;  perfect 1 

Total  number  of  volumes 156 


8t.  Latvrence  County ^  88. 

I,  Elijah  W.  Plumb,  being  duly  sworn,  depose  and  say :  That  I 
am  principal  and  librarian  of  St.  Lawrence  Academy  ;  that  the  above 
described  list  of  books  came  directed  to  my  order  ;  that  I  received  and 
opened  and  examined  the  packages  personally  ;  and  that  the  above 
list  comprises  ail  the  books  received ;  and  that  the  description  abo^e 
given  of  them  is  true. 

ELIJAH  W.  PLUMB. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me,  this  19th  day  of  December, 
1857. 

MILTON  BROWN, 
Justice  of  the  Peace. 

March  22,  1858. 
WiLLTAM  V.  Hudson  called  and  sworn : 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Where  is  your  place  of  residence  ? 

Answer.  In  Utica,  New  York. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  an  order  prepared  and  forwarded 
to  the  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  a  Mr.  Williams, 
formerly  a  representative  from  the  State  of  New  York,  in  reference  to 
the  disposition  to  be  made  of  his  books,  under  the  act  of  last  March  ? 

Answer.  I  gave  such  an  order  from  Mr.  Williams  to  Mr.  CuUom. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  do  this  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  remember  the  exact  time.  It  was  within  three 
or  four  weeks  past,  since  the  25th  of  last  month. 

[A  paper  was  here  shown  to  the  witness,  the  same  as  that  copied 
into  the  testimony  of  John  Williams.] 

Question.  Is  this  the  paper  you  gave  to  Mr.  CuUom  ? 

Answer.  It  is. 

Question.  How  came  that  paper  in  your  possession? 

Answer.  Perhaps  it  would  be  well  for  me  to  state  here  that  shortly 
before  the  present  session  of  Congress  commenced,  I  met  Mr.  CuUom 
on  the  avenue,  and  he  asked  me  if  I  knew  where  Mr.  Williams  was, 
I  told  him  I  did  not,  but  I  would  inquire.  He  said  he  had  not  heard 
anything  from  him  in  reference  to  his  books,  and  wished  I  would  find 
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Sit  he  wanted  done  with  them,  as  they  were  ready  for  him.  I 
'.  then  wrote  to  Mr.  Matteson,  and  asked  him  if  he  knew  where 
illiams  was,  and  would  communicate  to  him  the  fact  that  Mr. 
L  had  the  books  all  ready  for  him.  After  Mr.  Matteson  came  on 
nd  just  before  he  left  again,  he  requested  me  to  take  charge  of 
pers  and  other  matters.  After  he  was  gone^  I  think  a  letter 
lere  for  Mr.  Matteson,  from  Rochester,  New  York,  which  I 
ded  to  him.  However,  I  will  not  be  positive  about  that,  but 
:  such  was  the  case.  Prior  to  this,  Mr.  Cullom  asked  me  again 
i  heard  anything  from  Mr.  Williams,  and  I  told  him  I  had 
^hen  Mr.  Matteson  had  again  returned  here,  we  were  walking 
>  avenue  together,  and  met  General  Cullom.  He  asked  Mr. 
on  if  he  knew  where  Mr.  Williams  was,  and  stated  that  he  had 
nothing  from  him  in  reference  to  his  books.  Mr.  Matteson 
,  have  you  not  got  his  order  ?  The  General  said  he  had  not. 
atteson  said  that  is  very  strange ;  it  must  be  in  my  room 
my  papers,  which  I  left  with  the  doctor,  meaning  me.  We 
3  the  room,  and  there  we  found  the  order  among  Mr.  Matteson's 
,  and  I  immediately  carried  it  to  Mr.  Cullom.  This  was  some- 
efore  Mr.  Williams  was  on  here,  but  I  do  not  remember  the 
late,  as  I  made  no  note  of  it  at  the  time. 

jtion.  Have  you  the  letter  from  Mr.  Williams  containing  the 
rou  refer  to  ? 
wer.  I  have  ;  here  it  is. 

3  chairman  read  the  letter  to  the  committee.     It  was  dated 
iber  14,  1857,  and  contained  a  reference  to  the  order  enclosed 

^•] 

ness  resumed  :  I  might  state  here  that  the  General  informed  me 

)  had  written  to  Mr.  Williams,  and  had  not  heard  from  him,  and 

red  where  he  could  be.     I  think  that  it  is  very  probable  that  if 

is  any  fault  or  negligence  about  this  order  not  being  received 

neral  Cullom  it  is  ascribable  to  me ;  and  the  reason  why  I 

sed  Mr.  Matteson  concerning  this  matter  was  that  I  was  not  in 

communication  with  Mr.  Williams.  ' 

,  WILLIAM  V.  HUDSON. 

BRT  Mato  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

stion.  What  is  your  residence  and  occupation  ? 

iwer.  My  residence  is  in  Washington  City.  My  occupation  is  at 

rn  election — reading,  writing,  and  compiling. 

stion.  Did  you  have  any  business  transactions  with  the  late 

of  the  House  of  Representatives  in  his  official  character  ? 

twer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say  that  I  had  any  business 

ctions  with  the  late  Clerk  more  than  to  present  to  him  a  claim 

3  purchase  of  my  books  according  to  the  resolution  of  the  House, 

Y  7,  1856.     I  will  state  to  the  committee  to  what  extent  I  came 

ed  here,  and  it  may  be  a  convenience  to  the  committee  to  know 

'  it  is  agreeable,  I  will  then  answer  any  questions  the  committee 

ropose.     I  have  brought  a  portfolio  containing  certified  docu- 


^ 


460  ACCOUNTS   OP   WILLIAM  CULLOM. 

merits  from  the  Register's  Office  in  the  case  of  William  Cullom's 
account  passed  at  the  treasury.  Finding  a  great  many  omissions  in 
the  files  of  the  Register,  I  informed  myself  of  other  documents  in  rela- 
tion to  the  matter,  and  I  procured  them  from  the  Comptroller's  Office, 
from  the  Auditor's  Office,  and  from  the  Secretary's  Office,  with  the 
exception  of  a  very  important  document,  which  could  not  be  found  or 
which  could  not  be  supplied.  It  was  stated  to  have  been  referred  to  the 
First  Auditor,  but  on  application  to  him  for  that  particular  docu- 
ment he  answered  in  a  letter  that  such  a  document  had  never  been 
referred  to  his  office,  though  the  Secretary  stated  that  it  was  referred' 
to  him.  This  document,  therefore,  is  the  only  one  wanting,  and  I 
will  submit  them  to  the  committee. 

Chairman. — You  can  submit  any  documents  you  may  have  in  your 
possession  for  our  examination  and  investigation.  Are  they  documents 
that  the  committee  have  not  access  to,  and  cannot  procure  elsewhere 
than  from  you  ? 

Witness, — The  committee  can  see  for  themselves  after  examining 
them.  I  have  prepared  a  synopsis  or  analysis  and  classification  of 
these  documents  which  I  now  have. 

Chairman. — Any  documents  which  you  may  think  important  for  our 
consideration,  and  choose  to  lay  before  us,  we  will  examine  ;  and  facts 
that  may  be  within  your  knowledge  you  will  please  state  to  the  com- 
mittee. Any  inferences  derivable  or  to  be  derived  from  these  docu- 
ments or  from  these  facts  will  be  the  province  of  the  committee.  Of 
course  it  would  be  very  improper  for  us  to  call  in  any  gentleman  and 
ask  him  to  examine  public  or  published  documents  and  tell  us  what 
inferences  he  drew  from  them,  and  what  he  thought  they  would 
establish  ;  just  as  it  would  be  very  improper  for  us  to  submit  the  oral 
testimony  to  him  and  ask  him  his  opinion  upon  that.  That  is  our 
province  alone 

Witness. — Then  I  will  submit  this  paper,  running  over  in  brief  this 
whole  matter  as  it  stands  here,  as  it  may  be  of  some  service  to  the 
committee  as  a  guide  to  them  in  conducting  this  examination. 

Chairman. — Is  not  the  paper  you  hold  in  your  hand  one  to  which  we 
can  have  access  at  any  time  ? 

Witness. — No,  sir  ;  for  I  have  just  prepared  it  myself.  It  is  a  kind 
of  synopsis  of  what  is  contained  in  these  documents. 

Mr.  CtUlom. — Let  me  see  the  paper.  I  desire  to  see  if  it  is  appro- 
priate to  the  matter  before  the  cc^mittee  ? 

Witness. — No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  think  you  have  any  right  to  it.  I  do 
not  suppose  I  am  here  to  be  examined  by  you,  but  by  the  committee. 

Chairman. — This  committee  is  one  raised  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives at  the  instance  and  request  of  Mr.  CuUom,  in  order  that  he  may 
have  an  opportunity  to  vindicate  his  character,  if  it  is  susceptible  of 
vindication.  And  allow  me  to  say,  that  while  we  are  here  to  do  jus- 
tice in  this  matter,  it  is  our  duty  to  protect  Mr.  Cullom  from  any 
insult  or  improper  treatment  on  the  part  of  witnesses  here.  He  has  a 
perfect  right  to  examine  that  paper,  and  you  must  recognize  that 
right. 

Witness. — He  has  a  perfect  right  to  examine  it  after  you  receive  it, 
but  not  before. 
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Chairman. — He  may  examine  any  papers  when  they  are  proposed  to 
be  submitted  to  us. 

Witness. — And  it  will  be  at  his  option  whether  you  receive  them  or 
not? 

Chairman. — Not  so. 

Witness. — Then  why  should  you  not  receive  these  papers  and  pass 
them  over  to  him  ? 

Chairman. — That  is  a  mere  form  and  of  no  consequence. 

Witness. — It  is  a  form  to  which  I  feel  I  am  entitled.  This  paper  is 
a  brief  synopsis,  and  refers  to  what  is  contained  in  this  copy  of  the 
Globe,  of  the  7th  of  December  last,  and  in  these  authenticated  manu- 
scripts from  the  public  offices.  On  account  of  its  brevity  it  will  be 
more  readily  appreciable  by  the  committee.  I  have  also  here  a  great 
number  of  interrogatories,  embracing  information  the  most  of  which  I 
know  personally ;  but  they  are  not  in  such  a  shape  and  form  at  present 
as  can  be  submitted^  and  therefore  I  had  better  let  this  alone  for  the 
present,  perhaps,  and  await  your  queries.  But  my  principal  purpose,  in 
addition  to  the  authentic  evidence  here,  was  inconsequence  of  late  de- 
velopments in  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  the  discussion  on  the 
deficiency  bill  on  Friday  last,  respecting  constructive  receipts  of  Mr, 
Cullom  never  paid  by  him. 

Chairman. — I  presume  that  discussion  was  heard  by  the  several  mem- 
bers of  this  committee,  and  it  is  not  necessary,  as  a  part  of  your  testi- 
mony now,  for  you  to  tell  us  about  the  discussions  in  the  House. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  I  desire  the  witness  to  answer  the  question  put  to  him  by 
the  chairman  some  time  since :  Had  you  any  business  transaction  with 
the  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  in  his  official  char- 
acter? 

Answer.  I  had,  so  far  as  this :  When  the  resolution  passed  the 
House  to  take  these  books  I  waited  upon  the  Clerk  with  a  copy  of  a 
letter  from  my  publishers  in  Baltimore,  which  they  had  informed  me 
was  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  they  had  sent  to  him,  stating  their  readi- 
ness to  deliver  the  books  as  soon  as  the  appropriation  was  made.  They 
also  sent  him  a  copy  of  the  recent  edition. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  receive  the  books  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  far  from  it.  I  had  presented  Mr.  Cullom  and 
his  chief  clerk  with  a  copy  each  some  time  before  this  letter  and  the 
specimen  copy  of  the  books  were  sent  to  Mr.  Cullom  by  the  publishers, 
and  for  the  same  reason — as  evidence  of  what  the  books  were ;  for 
which  no  orders  have  ever  been  received  by  us  from  Mr.  Cullom.  As 
he  declined  taking  the  books  at  all  from  me  or  the  publishers,  I  con- 
sidered that  I  would  be  perfectly  justifiable  in  presenting  bills  for  those 
specimen  copies.  Accordingly  I  called  upon  the  chief  clerk  some  time 
afterwards,  with  bills  for  these  books,  and  told  him  I  wanted  them 

Said  or  the  books  returned  to  me.  He  declined  doing  anything  with 
Ir.  Cullom's  bill,  he  being  absent;  and  there  that  part  of  the  matter 
has  stood  ever  since ;  but  he  said  he  would  sooner  return  me  the  book 
he  had  received  than  to  pay  for  it,  which  he  did,  and  which  was  per- 
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fectly  satisfactory.  When  I  called  npon  the  chief  clerk  abont  the 
same  time  that  I  called  upon  Mr.  CuUom,  in  regard  to  the  proffer  of 
the  books  from  the  publishers  in  Baltimore,  the  chief  clerk  told  me 
that  Mr.  Cullom  had  taken  the  whole  matter  into  his  own  hands,  and 
that  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  The  reason  why  I  called  upon  the 
chief  clerk  in  the  first  instance  was  that  it  was  the  practice  of  the 
former  Clerks  of  the  House  to  leave  the  matter  of  ordering  the  books 
provided  for  by  Congress  to  the  chief  clerk,  who  managed  the  matter 
in  this  wise:  he  addressed  a  letter  (as  I  told  Mr.  CuUom's  chief  clerk) 
around  to  all  the  publishers  for  the  quota  of  books  each  of  them  was 
to  supply.  This  usage  was  very  convenient,  and  susceptible  of  ready 
and  quick  despatch ;  it  could  be  done  in  the  course  of  a  morning,  when 
the  Clerk  himself  would  not  know  what  was  done  except  Irom  informa- 
tion from  the  chief  clerk.  I  thought  it  was  very  singular  that  this 
usage  should  be  departed  from,  and  that  the  Clerk  should  take  the 
business  entirely  into  his  own  hands.  But  presently  I  perceived  that 
the  book  clerk  who  attended  to  the  registry  of  the  book  accounts  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  was  gone,  and  I  have  never  seen  him  since. 
Mr.  Cullom. — He  is  dead. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Who  was  this  chief  clerk,  and  who  the  book  clerk  ? 

Answer.  The  chief  clerk  was  Mr.  Ingram,  and  the  book  clerk  was 
Mr.  Harvey.  I  missed  Mr.  Harvey,  and  did  not  know  what  had 
become  of  him ;  I  was  not  aware  that  he  was  dead.  I  understood 
that  the  Clerk  had  taken  the  whole  business  in  his  own  hands,  and 
nobody  in  the  office  could  tell  anything  about  it.  Mr.  Bally  has 
officiated  some  time  since  Mr.  Harvey's  absence,  and  Mr.  Baily's 
book  accounts  show  nothing,  as  I  understand  from  Dr.  Gunton — 

The  Chairman, — It  would  not  be  proper  for  you  to  tell  us  what  Dr. 
Gunton  says,  when  we  can  examine  him  ourselves. 

Witness, — You  can  inquire,  then,  of  Mr.  Baily,  as  well  as  of  Dr. 
Gunton,  whether  the  accounts  with  members  of  books  bought  and 
delivered  contain  any  entry  whatever  in  regard  to  21  sets  of  books 
alleged  to  have  been  bought  by  Hugh  Tyler  and  delivered  to  21 
members  of  the  House.  I  can  see,  from  the  documents  here,  that 
Mr.  Baily's  statement  in  regard  to  that  very  matter  is  defective,  or 
rather  I  would  not  say  exactly  that  it  was  defective  ;  but  there  is  no 
entry  or  statement  of  any  books  having  been  entered  into  the  account 
relative  to  these  21  members,  as  having  been  bought  and  delivered. 
This  casus  omissus  it  would  be  worth  while  for  the  committee  to  take 
into  consideration. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud  : 

Question.  Then  you  had  no  business  transaction  with  the  Clerk 
at  all? 

Answer.  I  would  not  say  that  I  had  no  business  transaction  with 
him  ;  but  I  completed  none. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  Did  you  commence  any  with  him  ? 

Answer.  I  did  in  this  wise  :  I  tendered  to  him,  and  my  publishers 
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tendered  to  him,  a  copy  of  the  late  edition  of  the  book,  as  evidence  of 
that  late  edition ;  and  all  the  books  alleged  to  have  been  bought 
from  other  quarters  must  necessarily  have  been  ol  older  editions. 

Question.  What  was  the  date  of  this  last  edition? 

Answer.  The  last  edition  embraces  the  acts  and  resolutions  and 
proceedings  in  the  Pension  Office  for  the  year  1855.  This  latter  part 
was  published  in  1S55,  but  there  was  a  neglect  or  an  omission  to 
change  the  title  page  to  make  it  correspond  to  the  new  matter  added 
to  the  book ;  but  the  new  matter  tells  for  itself  that  it  is  a  new 
edition. 

By  Mr,  Bicaud : 

Question.  When  was  this  new  edition  published  ? 

Answer.  It  was  published  in  1855  ;  but  the  title  page  of  the  book 

in  which  the  new  matter  was  introduced  is  1854,  whereas  it  should 

have  been  changed  to  1855.     But  that  was  fully  explained,  and  the 

»new  matter  pointed  out  and  shown  to  General  Cullom,  to  prove  that 

all /anterior  to  that  edition  had  been  sold  to  Congress  for  distribution. 

Question.  Had  you  any  interest  in  these  books? 

Answer.  They  were  mine  altogether,  and  any  that  could  be  procured 
of  the  previous  defective  editions  must  have  been  sold  to  Congress, 
and  been  bought  up  as  second-hand  books  by  agents,  in  defiance  or  in 
disregard  of  the  tender  of  these  books  from  myself. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  How  much  would  you  have  made  if  General  Cullom  had 
taken  the  books  of  you,  instead  of  getting  them  elsewhere  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  have  made  much,  if  anything, 
for  I  never  kept  an  account  of  profits.  I  should  have  received  a  frac- 
tion short  of  $4,000,  as,  according  to  the  resolution  of  1856,  Mr. 
Cullom  was  required  to  take  eight  copies  for  each  of  the  new  members. 

Question.  How  would  it  have  been,  supposing  he  had  taken  but  one 
copy  for  each  member  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  It  would  have  been  but  a  trifle,  and  I 
should  hardly  have  cared  whether  he  took  them  or  not,  though  he 
should  have  had  them.  I  had  received  a  verbal  order  from  his  chief 
clerk  during  his  absence  to  send  fifty  copies  of  this  new  edition.  I 
was  ready  to  do  that,  and  I  suppose  he  would  have  paid  for  them,  but 
at  that  time  fifty  copies  was  part  only  of  the  quota  required. 

Question.  Did  you  send  the  fifty  copies? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  His  requisition  upon  the  treasury  was  sus- 
pended and  stopped,  and  the  fifty  copies  were  not  delivered,  and  no- 
thing more  was  done  about  the  matter.  And,  by  the  bye,  that  very 
thing  which  I  explained  to  Mr.  Cobb  was  a  paper,  a  copy  of  which 
was  sent  to  me  in  the  place  of  a  lengthy  memorial  that  was  asked  for, 
relative  to  the  whole  of  this  matter.  That  memorial  never  has  been 
found.  And,  as  I  have  already  mentioned,  on  application  to  the  Audi- 
tor to  whom  Mr.  Cobb  told  me,  in  the  first  instance,  the  memorial  had 
been  referred,  he  replied  in  a  letter,  which  is  among  these  documents, 
that  the  memorial  had  never  been  received  in  his  office. 
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By  Mr.  Bicand : 

Question.  With  whom  did  you  file  this  memorial? 

Answer.  I  handed  it  to  Mr.  Cohb,  or  rather  I  sent  it  to  him  by  his 
messenger,  and  asked  to  see  him.  Presently  he  sent  for  me,  and  when 
I  went  in  he  had  the  memorial  in  his  hand.  I  said:  Mr.  Cobb,l 
simply  desire  to  know  whether  you  have  received  that  document,  and 
as  1  see  that  you  have  it  in  your  hand,  that  is  all  my  business,  except 
that  I  have  to  request  that  you  will  do  what  you  deem  proper  in  the 
matter.  Certainly,  said  he,  I  will  do  so.  Some  days  afterwards  I 
called  again  to  inquire  what  disposition  he  had  made  of  that  docu- 
ment, and  he  told  me  that  he  had  referred  it  to  the  Auditor.  But  the 
Auditor  has  never  seen  it ;  and  when  I  requested,  a  copy  of  it,  I  was 
furnished  with  a  copy  of  a  paper  of  no  import,  of  no  account,  instead 
of  what  I  had  asked  for,  in  the  very  face  of  my  letter  describing  the 
memorial  minutely,  and  also  another  document  that  I  wanted,  whicli 
other  document  was  furnished. 

Question.  What  was  the  date  of  this  application  that  you  made  to 
the  treasury  for  the  memorial  ? 

Answer.  It  was  some  time  in  August  last,  I  believe.  It  was  when 
I  was  making  up  this  portfolio.  Finding  that  it  was  not  or  conld  not 
be  procured,  I  repeated  my  application  to  the  Secretary  and  to  the 
Auaitor,  but  neither  of  them  gave  any  account  of  it.  The  chief  clerl: 
then  even  told  me  that  he  had  never  seen  or  heard  of  it. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  present  this  memorial  U)  the 
treasury  ? 

Answer.  In  the  month  of  June,  I  think  it  was.  It  was  shortljanff 
Mr.  Whittlesey's  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  shortlj  §-  j 
after  his  resignation  of  the  office  of  Comptroller.  Mr.  Whittleflej* 
letter  is  here  in  extenao,  informing  the  Secretary  of  the  reasons  why  w 
could  not  authorize  the  payment  of  the  requisition  for  $50,000  by  tM 
Clerk.  Mr.  Whittlesey  wrote  that  letter  and  showed  it,  I  thmk, » 
every  one  of  the  publishers.  He  had  showed  it  to  others  before 
showed  it  to  me.  Upon  seeing  that  letter  I  determined  to  p[^^ 
this  memorial  to  the  Secretary  and  ask  time  to  take  sucli  action  m 
matter  as  to  him  seemed  fit,  and  to  carry  out  Mr.  Whittlesey  sj"^ 
in  his  letter,  which  was  dated  the  21st  of  March,  I  believe.  I^^ 
no  more  of  it,  and  have  not  been  able  to  recover  that  memorial. 
that  memorial  I  stated  that,  since  seeing  Mr.  Whittlesey's  lette^', 
had  obtained  information  that  Mr.  Tyler  was  the  agent  of  the  t|^ . 
of  the  House  to  purchase  books  ;  knowing  that  the  Clerk  was  ^^^^^ 
by  the  word  and  the  letter  of  the  law  to  purchase  and  deliver  tn  | 
books,  it  appeared  to  me  to  be  going  out  of  the  way  to  have  an  ajs^  *  \ 
I  had  learned  from  Mr.  Seaton  that  Mr.  Tyler  had  received  bookfitro  ^ 
him  ;  that  induced  me  to  go  to  Mr.  Tyler,  who  told  me—  .,   iZ 

Mr.  CuUom, — I  would  suggest  that  it  is  hardly  proper  for  the ^)^   ,j^ 
ness  to  state  what  Mr.  Tyler  may  have  told  him  when  the  coujni^^^ 
can  call  upon  Mr.  Tyler  himself. 

Mr.  Horton, — I  think  that  inasmuch  as  we  have,  in  our  exa^^^l^^ 
tion  thus  far,  recognized  and  considered  Mr.  Tyler  as  the  authorise** 
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t  of  Mr.  Callom,  it  is  perfectly  proper  for  the  witness  to  state 
Mr.  Tylar,  as  that  agent,  said  to  him. 

Witness  resuming — 

called  upon  Mr.  Tyler,  as  the  agent  of  Mr.  Cullom,  to  find  out 
.  terms  he  would  execute.  I  found  Mr.  Hudson  Taylor,  of  this 
a  publisher  of  books,  one  of  which  has  been  taken  by  Congress, 
mt  in  the  room.  When  I  came  in  Mr.  Taylor  said  not  a  word, 
gh  I  presumed  that  he  was  in  interview  with  Mr.  Tyler  ;  when 
ae  in,  said  I,  Mr.  Taylor,  you  need  not  be  incommoded  by  my 
mce,  I  have  nothing  to  say  which  I  would  not  be  willing  for  you 
jar  ;  what  I  have  to  say  is  very  brief,  and  I  will  then  leave  you 
1  with  Mr.  Tyler ;  I  then  said  to  Mr.  Tyler :  I  understand  that 
are  the  agent  of  Mr.  Cullom  for  the  purchase  of  books  for  Con- 
I.  I  am,  said  he,  I  then  said,  my  pension  laws  are  among  the 
8  enumerated  in  the  order  of  the  House,  and  I  wish  to  know  if 
will  not  take  these  books  of  me  as  a  part  of  thofie  that  you  are 
basing,  or  are  to  purchase.  Why,  said  he,  I  have  fifteen  applica- 
I  from  persons  other  than  the  publishers  to  sell  me  these  books, 
of  them,  I  asked,  mine  among  the  rest?  Yes,  he  replied;  of 
m,  said  I,  have  you  purchased  my  books  from  anybody?  If  you 
s  you  must  have  got  books  that  are  not  contemplated  at  all  by  the 
lation  of  the  House,  and  books  sold  to  former  Congresses.  Said 
I  have  not  purchased  them  yet.  I  then  said,  will  you  be  so  good  as 
ell  me  who  those  persons  are  who  have  offered  to  sell  you  my  book  ? 
ill)  he  said,  I  do  not  like  to  do  that.  Said  I,  if  I  will  name  the  indi- 
ual  will  you  tell  me?    Yes,  said  he,  I  will  do  that.    T  then  said,  did 

' offer  yoa  any  ?    No,  he  said.     The  reason  I  asked  that  was 

lose  Mr. had  a  considerable  portion  of  my  books,  of  a  former 

ion  that  had  become  comparatively  worthless,  that  he  had  not  ac- 
ited  for  in  any  manner.  And  there  I  stopped  the  inquiry.  After 
ng  to  me  that  they  had  offered  these  books  to  him  at  reduced  prices, 
^id,  what  will  take  for  your  books  ?  Said  I,  sir,  do  you  take  me  to 
person  to  whom  you  can  make  that  inquiry  or  proposition  ?  You 
^uch  mistaken  if  you  suppose  that  I  will  take  anything  less  than 
>rice  at  which  they  have  been  heretofore  purchased.  AH  this  was 
^e  presence  of  Mr.  Taylor.  But  he  was  so  abstracted  that  he 
^t  not  have  taken  any  particular  notice  of  the  conversation.  Mr. 
'I*  changed  the  subject,  and  I  told  him  I  would  call  again  to  see 
^  he  would  do.  I  said  to  him  that  I  thought  I  was  entitled  to 
^  my  books  taken,  and  that  I  did  not  see  why  I  was  to  be  put  off 
bis  way.  I  said  that  this  was  the  only  thing  that  I  had  to  rely 
^  for  my  subsistence.  I  showed  him  the  papers  and  the  informa- 
^  to  prove  that  I  was  entitled  to  have  eight  copies  of  my  books 
^n  for  each  of  the  new  members.  If  I  did  not  leave  those  papera 
b  bim  at  that  time,  he  had  them  in  his  possession  afterwards  for 
^Q  time,  and  continually  entertained  the  idea  that  I  ought  to  hair^ 
Order  for  eight  copies  for  each  new  member.  I  called  upon  him 
'in  to  ask  him  what  he  had  concluded.  He  said  that  he  bad  not 
eluded  upon  anything,  but  would  talk  with  Mr.  Cullom  about  it. 
^id  he  thought  I  was  entitled  to  have  eight  copies  takea  for  each,  of 
H.  Bep.  Com.  188 30 
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the  new  members.    Says  he,  Doctor,  as  you  are  so  straitened  I  will  lend 
you  some  money.     Said  T,  that  is  a  kindness,  and  an  evidence  of  yonr 
disposition  to  do  anything  to  the  extent  of  your  ability.     If  you  will 
lend  me  some  money,  I  will  give  you  a  receipt  for  it,  to  come  out 
of  the  proceeds  of  my  books  ordered  for  Congress.     He  stepped  out, 
and  came  back  in  a  short  time  and  handed  me  fifty  dollars,  for 
which  I  gave  him  a  receipt.     And  that  stands  so  yet,  for  I  have 
never  received  any  order  for  my  books.     Sometime  afterwards  I 
called  upon  Mr.  Tyler  at  his  lodgings,  at  Mrs.  Harrison's  boarding 
house,  and  told  him  that  the  fifty  dollars  he  had  lent  me  had  been  of 
great  service  at  the  time;  but  the  time  was  going  by,  and  he  had  not 
done  anything  for  me  about  my  books.     Said  I :  Mr.  Tyler,  are  you 
still  of  opinion  that  I  am  entitled  to  have  those  books  taken  of  me? 
He  said  he  was  inclined  to  think  so,  but  he  must  refer  it  to  the  Clerk. 
Very  well,  said  I ;  now  stretch  the  matter  a  little,  and  lend  me  fifteen 
dollars  more  and  enter  it  upon  my  note  for  the  fifty  dollars.     He  did 
so ;  and  that  I  considered  an  evidence  of  his  willingness  to  do  what 
he  could  for  me.     My  intercourse  with  Mr,  Tyler  stopped  after  that, 
because  very  soon  after  that  I  learned  of  the  existence  of  an  account, 
in  one  sense  considered  to  be  the  account  of  Hugh  Tyler  against  Mr. 
CuUom,  and  in  another  sense  that  same  account  is  considered  one  of 
Mr.  CuUom  against  the  treasury.     There  is  Mr.  Tyler's  receipt  on  the 
back  of  the  account,  which  embraces  twenty-one  sets  of  books  for  twenty- 
one  members  of  Congreps.     These  twenty-one  sets  of  books  were  alleged 
to  have  been  purchased  in  July  and  the  early  part  of  August,  1KI6. 
Mr.  Tyler's  receipt,  endorsed  upon  the  back  of  that  account,  was  in 
December,  1*856 — about  six  months  afterwards      I  know  there  is  such 
a  thing  as  giving  receipts  constructively,  without  money  having  been 
received.     When  Mr.  Tyler  was  asked  by  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Treasury- 
Question.  Were  you  present? 

Answer.  I  was  not  present,  but  Mr.  Bives  was  present. 
Chairman.  Mr.  Hives  can  state  that  himself. 
Witness,  resuming.  I  say  there  is  such  a  thing  as  constructive 
receipts — when  no  money  has  passed  ;  and  it  might  be  worth  while 
to  put  the  question  to  Mr.  Tyler,  whether  he  actually  did  receive,  in 
December,  1856,  this  sum  of  $25,880  40,  and  also  from  what  deposi- 
tory he  received  that  money,  and  that  depository  would  be  able  to 
show  whether  such  money  was  ever  paid  ;  and  it  might  be  very 
important  to  say  what  Mr.  Tyler  gave  for  those  books,  and  of  whom 
he  bought  them.  But,  to  leave  Mr.  Tyler,  1  can  state  a  fact  that  that 
gentleman  (pointing  to  Mr.  Ingram)  knows  something  about,  in  regard 
to  constructive  use  of  newspapers.  One  of  the  members  of  Congress 
came  into  the  chief  clerk's  room — when  I  was  present,  making  some 
inquiries  and  endeavoring  to  get  something  done  about  my  books — 
and  inquired,  what  about  the  newspapers?  Mr.  Ingram  said,  have 
you  had  any  newspapers?  No,  said  he,  I  have  not.  Then,  said  Mr. 
Ingram,  we  will  give  you  the  money.  And  he  gave  him  a  check  upon 
the  depository  in  Seventh  street,  which  I  presume  was  Suter,  Lea  & 
Co.  Now,  I  say  that  deposit  was  illegal.  Yet  there  was  a  check  for 
the  amount  for  the  set  of  newspapers  to  this  member ;  and  he  took 
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le  check  and  got  the  money.     I  presume  that  where  one  fact  Is  found 
thers  might  be  found  upon  inquiry. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  was  the  name  of  that  member  of  Congress  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  know  his  name. 

Question.  How  did  you  know  he  was  a  member  of  Congress  ? 

Answer.  Because  he  came  to  inquire  about  his  privilege  of  news- 
apers,  and  was  told  that  if  no  newspapers  had  been  furnished  to  him 
e  could  have  a  check  for  the  money.  It  is  not  worth  while  for  me  to 
ay  that  this  constructive  use  of  newspapers,  and  their  commutation 
or  money,  is  a  thing  not  practiced  in  the  o^.her  end  of  the  Capitol, 
hough  they  know  it  is  done  by  the  House. 

Question.  Do  you  wish  the  committee  to  understand  that  that  fact 
ras  in  your  opinion  indicative  that  there  was  corruption  and  fraud 
iracticed  by  the  chief  clerk  and  the  members  of  the  House  ? 

Answer.  It  was  indicative  of  something  that  I  should  say  was  a 
peculation  upon  the  treasury;  for  if  the  printers  of  these  papers  did  not 
eceive  the  money  for  the  papers,  it  should  have  remained  in  the 
reasury. 

Question.  You  then  considered  the  newspaper  resolution  as  a  reso- 
ution  for  the  benefit  of  the  newspaper  publishers? 

Answer.  It  was  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  read  the  papers,  and 
;hey  could  not  be  read  by  the  members  without  paying  the  newspapers, 
)r  without  the  presentation  of  the  account  of  the  newspaper  publishers. 
&.nd  if  members  did  not  want  to  read  the  papers  they  should  have  left 
the  money  in  the  treasury,  and  not  taken  it  themselves  instead  of 
taking  the  papers.  I  will  say  now,  that  in  the  passage  of  the  accounts 
at  the  treasury,  there  was  a  great  deal  of  agitation  between  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  and  the  accounting  officers,  and  there  were  fre- 
quent references  to  the  Attorney  General.  It  appeared  to  me  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  taken  it  upon  himself  to  have  a  say  in 
every  step  taken  by  the  accounting  officers,  to  an  extent  amounting  to 
an  interference  with  the  accounting  officers.  I  made  a  remonstrance 
to  the  President  respecting  it,  and  the  President  referred  that  remon- 
strance to  the  Secretary  the  next  day.  I  know  nothing  what  the 
Secretary  did  with  the  communication  of  the  President.  But  it  did 
some  about  that  there  was  more  frequent  interference,  as  I  conceived, 
irith  the  accounting  officers  after  that  than  there  had  been  before. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  there  was 
mproper  interference  ? 

Answer.  I  would  say  improper  interference  because  that  is  shown 
lere  under  the  fifth  head,  on  the  second  page  of  the  Daily  Globe  of 
he  seventh  of  December  last. 

Question.  Would  you  carry  your  idea  further  and  say  corrupt  inter- 
erence  as  well  as  improper  interference  ? 

Answer.  It  would  have  that  appearance  if  there  was  not  a  satiefac- 
;ory  explanation  to  the  contrary,  because  it  is  denied  by  law,  and  by 
ihe  practice  of  former  Presidents  and  Secretaries  that  a  head  of  a  de- 
partment can  interfere  at  all  with  the  accounting  officers  in  their 
lettlement  of  accounts.     That  is  fully  set  forth  under  the  fifth  head, 
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in,  I  think,  the  sixth  column  of  the  second  page  of  the  Daily  Globe  of 
December  7,  1857.  It  would  seem  to  be  a  matter  that  required  expla- 
nation, though  I  should  say  it  was  incapable  of  any  explanation, 
because  the  law  is  peremptory  upon  the  subject.  And  McCliotock 
Young,  who  acted  occasionally  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  for  a 
long  time  as  chief  clerk  of  the  treasury  department  never  knew  ofao 
instance  of  the  head  of  the  department  interfering  with  an  acoonQting 
oflScer. 

Question.  Do  you  wish  us  to  take  as  a  conclusive  fact  that  Medio- 
tock  Young,  while  acting  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  never  knew  of 
such  an  instance  ? 

Answer.  I  would  have  the  committee  satisfy  their  own  mindfl 
whether  the  law  permits  it,  and  whether  it  is  fully  set  forth  that  they 
shall  not  do  so. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Have  you  read  the  resolution  under  which  this  committee 
was  appointed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  think  that  that  resolution  confers  upon  us  the 
power,  and  the  necessity  of  inquiring  into  the  conduct  of  the  execotiTe 
officers  of  the  government  ? 

Answer,  My  dear  sir,  I  did  not  look  so  minutely  into  the  resolution 
as  to  enable  me  to  make  up  my  mind  about  that. 

Question.  Do  you  suppose  that  if  there  was  any  fraudulent  condnct 
upon  the  part  ot  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  or  upon  the  part  of 
the  disbursing  and  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury,  that  fraud  or 
improper  conduct  is  chargeable  upon  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, or  upon  members  of  Congress  ? 

Answer.  If  there  should  have  been  collusion,  and  that  you  can  judee 
of  for  yourselves.  You  are  all  lawyers,  I  presume,  while  I  am  only 
made  up  of  that  which  occasion  has  compelled  me  to  become  acquainted 
with. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Queston.  Do  you  mean  to  charge,  or  to  be  understood  as  attempting 
to  establish  the  iact  that  the  Clerk  of  the  House  was  guilty  of  a  corrupt 
collusion  and  combination  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  which 
to  defraud  the  government  ? 

Answer.  It  is  so  set  forth  in  my  opinion  published  in  this  issue  of 
the  Daily  Globe. 

Question.  I  ask  you  whether  you  state  here  upon  oath  that  such  is 
your  opinion? 

Answer.  I  will  not  say  it  was  so,  because  the  committee  can  draw  ^ 
their  own  conclusions  upon  the  subject.  i 

Question.  Do  you  in  giving  your  testimony,  add  this  to  it,  for  the   - 
purpose  of  establishing  here  as  part  of  your  evidence,  given  upon  oath,   ^ 
that  in  your  opinion  there  was  such  a  corrupt  combination  between 
the  Clerk  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  defraud  the  government^ 

Answer.  I  will  not  say  that  I  have  made  up  an  opinion  about  it,  ^ 
because  an  opinion  of  that  kind  must  be  based  upon  minute  and  " 
accurate  legal  information. 
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Qaestion.  Do  yon  state  these  facts  here  with  a  view  to  establish  in 
le  minds  of  the  committee  the  opinion  that  the  late  Clerk  of  the  House 
as  been  guilty  of  a  corrupt  combination  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
reasnry  to  defraud  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  state  this  with  a  view  to  establish  anything  in  the 
linds  (f  the  committee.  If  the  thing  comes  before  the  committee  in 
bis  informal  way  they  can  judge  of  it  themselves.  I  do  not  make 
his  statement  asking  the  committee  to  come  to  any  particular  con- 
losion  at  all.     The  whole  matter  is  simply  set  forth  in  the  documents 

have  here,  and  in  the  Daily  Globe. 

Question.  That  may  be  very  true.  But  we  all  know  that  men,  under 
be  excitement  of  the  occasion,  from  whatever  cause  that  excitement 
nay  have  originated,  frequently  say  things  in  the  columns  of  news- 
papers that  they  would  hardly  like  to  repeat  in  an  investigation  under 
;he  solemn  sanction  of  an  oath.  We  can  read  what  is  in  the  newspa- 
Mrs.  But  we  are  examining  you  as  a  witness,  and  have  now  invoked 
fon  by  the  highest  power  known  to  us  to  tell  us  the  facts  as  you  know 

Answer.  The  latter  part  of  this  conversation  has  gone  a  little  into 
x)Qversation  that  cannot  be  taken  to  be  an  assertion  that  the  matters 
illuded  to  in  regard  to  collusion  are  conclusive  facts.  I  do  not  mean 
0  be  understood,  upon  reflecting  upon  what  I  have  said,  as  I  say  now 
'  do  reflect  upon  it,  as  saying  upon  oath  that  there  was  collusion .  But 
'.  sav  that  there  was  an  estimate  and  a  requisition  upon  the  treasury 
or  $50,000  as  an  indemnity  to  Mr.  Cullom  for  books  purchased  and 
blivered.  Now  this  |50,000  estimated  for  never  was  received  and 
lever  was  allowed  as  an  indemnity,  but  was  receded  from  in  subsequent 
stimate.  I  know  that  to  be  so  because  I  have  seen  the  documents. 
Phere  never  was  but  $25,000  of  this  money  claimed,  and  I  very  much 
loubt  whether  that  money  was  paid,  except  constructively,  to  Hugh 
^yler.  And  when  he  is  required  to  answer  he  may  convict  himself 
f  having  given  a  constructive  receipt. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  this  requisition  of  $50,000  was  to  indem- 
ify  the  Clerk? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Or  was  it  merely  to  enable  the  Clerk  to  supply  \nember8 
ith  books  ? 

Answer.  It  was  to  indemnify  the  Clerk,  according  to  my  present 
xx>llection  of  Mr.  Whittlesey's  statement  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
'reasury,  and  that  statement  is  here  ;  it  was  to  indemnify  the  Clerk 
ir  money  paid  for  books. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  ever  see  that  requisition  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir,  but  I  have  seen  the  statement  of  Mr.  Whittlesey 
i  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  Bicaud. — You  are  mistaken  in  regard  to  the  character  of  the 
quisition.  We  have  the  paper  before  us.  Mr.  Whittlesey  was  mis- 
ken  about  it. 
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Ghairman  —It  is  but  justice  to  yourself  to  have  this  statement  go 
upon  the  record^  as  the  documents  do  not  sustain  the  statement  that 
the  requisition  was  of  that  character. 

Mr  jRicaud. — The  requisition  for  $50,000  was  for  a  part  of  the 
$138,000  appropriated  by  the  act  of  the  3d  of  March,  1857. 

Witness. — Well,  sir,  I  will  show  you,  and  I  am  glad  the  thing  has 
come  up.  I  have  here  two  letters  from  Mr.  Whittlesey  after  he  left 
the  department. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Are  those  letters  addressed  to  you  or  to  the  officers  of  the 
department? 

Answer.  They  are  addressed  to  me  and  relate  to  this  matter,  and 
state  that  he  would  not  countersign  the  warrant  unless  the  Clerk  gave 
proof  that  he  had  purchased  those  books. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  Did  you  file  a  caveat  against  the  payment  of  any  money 
out  of  the  treasury  for  this  purpose  ? 

Answer.  I  did,  after  reading  Mr.  Whittlesey's  statement  and  see- 
ing the  accounts  of  Mr.  Cullom  in  the  hands  of,  and  exhibited  to  me 
by,  the  Comptroller. 

Question.  Was  that  adjudicated  at  the  department  ? 

Answer.  Witnesses  were  named  by  me  to  the  Auditor  ;  they  were 
requested  to  give  their  affidavits.  In  the  circular  addressed  to  the 
persons  named  as  witnesses  the  auditor  required  them  to  give  their 
affidavits  and  to  confine  themselves  rigidly  to  facts  touching  Mr.  Cal- 
lom's  account. 

Question.  Was  the  examination  made  according  to  the  rules  laid 
down  by  the  department  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  examination  at  all.  It  was  urged  by  some, 
among  others  by  Mr.  Bives  and  myself,  that  these  witnesses  ought  to 
be  called  and  examined  before  the  Auditor,  according  to  law. 

Question.  That  was  an  opinion  you  took  in  contradistinction  to  the 
department  ? 

Answer.  I  referred  to  the  law. 

Question.  And  the  department  overruled  what  you  stated  to  be  the 
law? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir,  I  suppose  so,  practically  at  least. 

Question.  Was  the  case  adjudicated  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  Was  the  caveat  overruled  ?  ^ 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  it  was  complied  with  to  a  certain  extent,  by  caV^ 
ing  for  the  affidavits  of  witnesses.  That  was  what  the  caveat  aske^ 
and  that  they  should  not  be  precipitate  in  passing  upon  that  accou^^ 
without  examining  witnesses  in  relation  to  alleged  frauds  embrac^ 
in  the  accounts. 

Question.  Was  such  an  examination  had? 

Answer.  There  was  no  examination,  for  the  Auditor  did  not  send 
for  anybody  to  come  before  him,  to  my  knowledge  and  belief ;  but 
some  of  them  made  such  affidavits  as  they  thought  proper. 

Question.  Was  a  copy  of  the  account  sent  to  each  party  called  upon  ? 
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Answer.  A  circular  was  addressed  to  each^  with  a  copy  of  the 
caveat  ? 

Question.  Was  he  required  to  file  his  affidavit  as  to  the  truth  or 
fftlsity  of  each  item  in  the  account? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir,  and  some  of  them  complied  so  far  as  to  transmit 
their  affidavits  to  the  Auditor,  hut  they  did  not  restrict  themselves  to 
the  statement  of  facts  touching  the  account,  but  went  into  presump- 
tive and  circumstantial  evidence  of  the  fraud. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Who  were  those  who  did  so? 

Answer.  Mr.  Deeble,  of  the  Intelligencer  office,  was  one,  and  Mr. 
Moore,  of  the  Intelligencer  office,  was  another.  I  have  a  classifica- 
tion of  that  sort  of  affidavits  here.  I  think  Mr.  Bives'  affidavit  was 
of  that  character,  and  then  there  were  other  affidavits  of  that  class. 

Question.  Was  your  own  affidavit  there  ? 

Answer.  Mine  is  there  under  that  very  head,  giving  this  as  pre- 
sumptive evidence.  It  is  there  relating  to  that  very  thing  and  hardly 
anything  else  but  the  presumptive  evidence  of  the  intention  of  fraud. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud: 

Question.  Is  that  all  the  knowledge  you  have  of  fraudulent  conduct 
upon  the  part  of  the  late  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  It  is.  I  will  leave  the  documents  I  have  here  ;  they  con- 
sist of  the  Globe  of  the  7th  of  December  last,  and  the  manuscript 
documents  from  which  that  was  printed,  and  a  brief  synopsis  which  I 
have  made  of  the  classification  of  the  evidence  and  the  other  docu- 
ments in  this  portfolio.  I  should  like  very  much  to  furnish  some 
interrogatories  for  Hugh  Tyler. 

Chairman. — You  can  furnish  them  to  me,  as  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  I  will  lay  them  before  the  committee. 

Witness. — I  have  them  here  now,  but  they  are  not  in  such  shape  as 
I  would  wish  to  leave  them  here.  I  will,  however,  prepare  and  pre- 
sent to  you  interrogatories  not  only  for  Mr.  Tyler  but  for  others. 

ROBERT  MAYO. 

Joseph  Shilling roN  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  and  occupation  ? 

Answer.  My  residence  is  Washington  city,  and  my  occupation  that 
of  book  seller. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  books  that  have  usually  been 
furnished  members  of  Congress  for  their  private  libraries,  under  the 
book  resolutions,  as  they  are  called,  or  any  of  them,  have  been  in  the 
market,  accessible  to  the  trade,  or  whether  they  could  only  be  pro- 
cared  of  the  publishers  ? 

Answer.  There  has  been  any  quantity  of  them  in  the  market,  ac- 
cessible to  the  trade,  for  1  have  frequently  bought  them  myself. 

Question.  Did  you  buy  them  for  yourself? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  with  the  intention  of  selling  them  again. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  buy  them  for  any  body  else? 
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Answer.  I  bought  some  books  for  Mr.  Bives. 

Question.  What  books? 

Answer.  The  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix. 

Question.  To  what  extent  ? 

Answer.  I  got  an  order  at  one  time  from  him  to  buy  to  an  unlim- 
ited extent,  and  I  accordingly  bought  several  sets.  Some  of  the  books 
I  delivered  to  Mr.  Bives,  and  he  told  me,  or,  rather,  I  was  told  by  his 
clerk,  to  stop  delivering  them  until  I  had  a  quantity  to  make  it  an 
object  to  deliver  them.  When  I  had  collected  some  eight  or  ten  sets, 
for  which  I  wanted  the  money,  I  stepped  around  to  Mr.  Bives,  and 
asked  when  I  should  deliver  them.  He  said  that  he  had  enough  at 
that  time,  and  should  not  want  any  more. 

Question.  Did  he  pay  you  for  what  you  had  delivered  ? 

Answer.  He  did. 

Question.  Did  he  pay  the  money  to  you  yourself? 

Auswer.  He  paid  it  to  Mr.  Noyes,  who  was  formerly  my  clerk. 

Question.  How  many  books  did  you  deliver  to  Mr.  Bives? 

Answer.  I  delivered  but  one  set,  for  he  said  he  did  not  want  any 
more. 

Question.  What  price  did  you  charge? 

Answer.  Four  dollars  a  volume. 

Question.  What  use  did  he  make  of  these  books  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  told  me  what  he  intended  to  do  with 
them. 

Question.  Were  they  books  he  had  published  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  sell  any  of  those  books  to  the  Clerks  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  have  sold  them  to  Mr.  Campbell,  to  Mr.  Lowry, 
to  Mr.  Forney,  and  also  to  Mr.  Dickins,  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  persons  who  purchased  and 
sold  these  same  works  to  Mr.  Bives? 

Answer.  John  F  Callan  told  me  that  he  had  sold  some  to  Mr. 
Bives  ;  and  there  was  also  a  man  in  Georgetown,  who  had  died  within 
three  or  four  weeks  past,  a  Mr.  Dieth,  who  told  me  had  sold  some 
books  to  Mr.  Bives. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  How  many  volumes  did  you  deliver  to  Mr.  Rives  ? 

Answer.  I  delivered  only  one  set  of  the  first  sixteen  volumes  that 
had  been  published,  when  he  stopped  me,  and  said  he  would  prefer  to 
have  more  at  a  time.  The  others  he  declined  to  take  from  me,  although 
I  had  purchased  them  for  him.  I  think  there  were  from  seven  to  tea 
sets  of  them. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  by  a  set? 

Answer.  I  mean  a  number  of  consecutive  volumes,  from  the  first 
down  to  the  last  published  at  the  time.  To  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion— for  this  was  three  or  four  years  ago — he  told  me  to  buy  for  him 
the  first  sixteen  volumes,  and  as  many  sets  as  I  could. 
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By  Mr.  Horton : 

laestioD.  Had  there  been  more  than  sixteen  volumes  published  up 

hat  time  ? 

inswer.  Probably  there  might  have  been. 

luestion.  Can  you  purchase  perfect  sets  of  the  Congressional  Globe 

his  time  ? 

inswer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  can  purchase  several.     I  received  a  letter  no 

;er  ago  than  yesterday  asking  me  to  purchase  these  books. 

luestion.  Could  you  purchase  many  sets  of  them? 

inswer.  I  could  not  say  how  many,  but  I  could  purchase  right 

irt  of  them. 

luestion.  Could  you  purchase  ten,  fifteen,  twenty,  or  thirty  sets? 

Inswer.  I  think  that,  give  me  a  month,  I  could  purchase  twenty 

ihirty  sets  of  them. 

Question.  Could  you  purchase  the  thirty-seven  volumes  furnished 

:he  33d  Congress,  or  the  forty-three  volumes  published  up  to  the 

86  of  the  34th  Congress  ? 

bswer.  I  think  I  could  purchase  the  forty-three  volumes. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Have  you  not  furnished  quite  a  number  of  books  upon 
order,  under  the  resolution  of  July  7,  1856,  and  the  act  of  March 
1857? 

Inswer.  I  have  furnished  a  number  of  books. 
Juestion.  Do  you  remember  the  aggregate  amount  you  have  re- 
^ed  from  my  oflBce  for  books  thus  furnished  and  delivered  ? 
i-nswer.  I   received    for    books  furnished  fur   the  33d   Congress 
474  60,  and  for  the  34th  Congress  |5,078. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Joestion.  Did  you  give  your  receipt  to  Mr.  CuUom  for  the  exact 

ount  you  received  ? 

Uswer.  Yes,  sir. 

Juestion.  Did  you  give  him,  or  promise  to  give  him,  directly  or 

irectly,  any  benefit,  profit,  or  advantage  for  your  contract  ? 

Answer.  Never  ;  not  a  copper. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Was  any  such  thing  asked  or  demanded  of  you  ? 
inswer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

aestion.  Neither  by  himself  nor  any  body  for  him  ? 
.nswer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud  : 

aestion.  Were  you  required  to  furnish  books  in  good  condition  ? 
nswer.  Yes,  sir ;  every  book  I  furnished  was  in  good  order,  and 
)ersons  who  received  them  from  me  spoke  of  them  at  the  time  as 
5  the  best  looking  books  delivered  here  ;  they  were  all  examined 
ully  by  the  book  clerk  and  those  who  received  them,  General 
3m  being  absent ;  and  I  will  say  here  that,  for  all  the  books  I 
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have  sold  to  the  Clerks  of  the  House  of  BepresentatiyeSy  I  have  demanded 
and  received  the  full  publisher's  prices. 

J.  SHILLINGTON. 

Samuel  V.  Noybs  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  and  occupation  ? 

Answer.  My  residence  is  Washington  city,  and  my  occupation  that 
of  newspaper  reporter. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Shillington  having 
furnished  any  copies  of  the  Congressional  Globe  to  Mr.  Rives  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  in  regard  to  that  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  remember  collecting  an  account  for  Mr.  Shillington 
against  Mr.  Hives,  in  1855,  for  sixteen  volumes  of  the  Congresssional 
Globe. 

Question.  Were  you  then  clerk  for  Mr.  Shillington  ? 

Answer.  Not  at  that  time,  but  I  had  been  for  sometime  previously. 

Question.  Did  you  collect  this  money  from  Mr.  Rives  himself? 

Answer.  I  will  not  be  certain  about  that ;  if  I  did  not  get  the  money 
from  him  I  showed  the  account  to  him,  and  he  referred  me  to  his 
clerk,  from  whom  I  received  a  check  upon  the  Bank  of  the  Metropolis 
for  the  money. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Mr  Rives  having  bought  any  of  that 
class  of  books  from  other  persons  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Were  these  16  volumes  the  first  16  volumes  published? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  as  to  that ;  my  impression  is  that  they  were. 

Question.  Was  that  a  full  set  of  the  Globe?  All  the  volumes  that 
had  been  published  up  to  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  now  recollect ;  I  suppose  I  knew  at  the  time ;  X 
will  state  that  I  had  left  Mr.  Shillington's  employ  a  short  time  beforei 
and  my  brother  had  taken  my  place  ;  Mr.  Shillington  was  abou^ 
leaving  for  Europe,  and  requested  me  to  collect  this  account  for  him, 
as  I  knew  more  about  it  than  my  brother  did  ;  and  I  took  it  and  col- 
lected it  during  his  absence. 

SAMUEL  V.  NOTES. 

March  25,  1858. 
John  Alexander  called  and  s^orn. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  What  is  your  place  of  residence  and  your  occupation  ? 

Answer.  My  place  of  residence  is  Washington  city,  and  my  occu- 
pation that  of  upholstery  and  paper  hanging. 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  any  upholstery  for  the  use  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  under  Mr.  CuUom,  late  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 
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Qnestion.  What  articles  did  you  furniBh  ? 

Answer.  I  furnished  some  carpets,  looking  glasses,  chairs,  tahle8,&c. 
Question.  Had  you  any  other  contract  with  Mr.  CuUom  in  relation 
to  anything  connected  with  the  Capitol? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  What  was  your  mpde  of  doing  husiness  ?  Were  the  prices 
named  for  the  articles  ordered  of  you,  or  was  merely  the  order  given 
without  any  reference  to  prices  ? 

Answer.  Each  committee  named  the  articles  it  wanted,  the  list  was 
sent  to  me,  and  I  furnished  them. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  the  articles  on  the  simple  order  of  the 
committee  to  you,  or  did  it  come  from  the  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  It  usually  passed  through  General  Cullom's  hands  hefore 
it  came  to  me  ;  but  he  was  sick  when  I  received  my  first  order,  and  I 
think  Mr.  Holliday  gave  me  several  orders,  but  not  all  that  I  received. 

Question.  Were  you  paid  for  all  the  articles  you  thus  furnished? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  % 

Question.  In  any  of  these  contracts  that  you  obtained  to  furnish, 
articles,  was  there  any  agreement  or  understanding  between  you  and 
General  Cullom,  or  iiny  oi  his  employes,  by  which  any  portion  of  the 
money  to  be  paid  for  the  articles  you  were  to  furnish,  was  reserved  for 
them,  in  consideration  of  your  receiving  the  contract? 

Answer.  No  such  arrangement  was  ever  made. 

Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  such  arrangement  having 
been  made  by  any  one  who  furnished  articles  for  the  use  of  the  House  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  furnish  these  articles  for  the  use  of 
the  House? 

Answer.  During  the  first  session  of  the  last  Congress,  in  the  month 
of  February,  I  think. 
By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  you  keep  these  articles  that  you  furnished  in  your 
store  for  sale,  or  did  you  buy  them  elsewhere  ? 

Answer.  Some  of  them  I  kept  for  sale,  and  others  I  went  to  New 
York  and  bought. 

Question.  What  percentage  did  you  charge? 

Answer.  Our  profits  are  generally  about  33  per  cent.  I  have  been 
looking  over  my  account,  as  published  in  the  report  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  House,  and  I  find  that  for  some  articles  I  charged  less  than  Colo- 
nel Forney  paid  for  similar  articles  furnished  under  his  orders. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Were  your  usual  profits  33  per  cent,  on  the  cost  of  the 
articles  furnished? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  about  what  we  usually  charge. 

Question.  On  pages  49  and  50  of  House  Miscellaneous  Document 
No  9,  34th  Congress,  3d  session,  I  find  the  following  items  charged  : 
6  revolving  chairs,  |96  00  ;  10  revolving  spring-seat  chairs,  |190  00; 
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one  mahorany  table,  |160  00 ;  2  set  satin  delaine  curtains,  $95  00 ; 
one  French  mirror,  (French  plate,)  $46  00  ;  hair  brush,  |l  50  ;  comb, 
|1  00,  &c. ;  are  those  charges  all  correct  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  In  relation  to  the  mahogany  table,  I  will  say 
that  I  think  it  is  in  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce.  There 
were  only  two  of  those  tables. 

Question.  What  is  your  rule  in  charging  for  carpeting,  the  making, 
&c.? 

Answer.  We  charge  12^  cents  a  yard  for  making,  and  then  we 
charge  extra  for  putting  it  down ;  and  we  also  charge  extra  for  moving 
furniture  out  of  and  back  into  the  room.  These  are  the  regular  charges 
paid  by  all  the  departments. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  the  usual  cost  per  yard  for  making  and  putting 
down  carpets  ? 

Answer.  We  charge  12^  cents  per  yard  for  the  sewing,  and  then 
we  charge  for  putting  down  at  the  following  rates :  tor  30  yards  of 
carpet  $1  75,  or  nearly  6  cents  per  yard ;  for  50  yards,  $2  00;  for  60 
yards  |2  50,  or  about  4  cents  per  yard. 

Question.  Do  you  charge  more  or  less  for  putting  down  a  carpet  in 
a  large  room  than  a  small  one  ? 

Answer.  We  charge  less  per  yard,  but  more  for  the  room. 

JNO.  ALEXANDER. 

Philemon  Bliss  called  and  sworn : 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress ;  and  if  so,  from 
what  State,  and  were  you  a  member  of  Congress  then  for  the  first 
time? 

Answer.  I  was  a  member  of  the  34th  Congress,  from  the  14th  dis- 
trict of  the  State  of  Ohio,  and  that  was  my  first  term. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  the  books,  or  any  of  them,  to  which  you 
were  entitled  under  the  resolution  of  the  House? 

Answer.  I  did  not  myself  receive  them  ? 

Question.  What  passed  between  you  and  the  Clerk,  in  relation  to 
those  books  ? 

Answer.  There  was  nothing  said  between  me  and  the  Clerk,  or  any 
one  for  him,  in  relation  to  the  matter.  After  my  return  home,  after  the 
close  of  the  3d  session  of  the  last  Congress^  I  received  a  circular  from 
the  Clerk's  oflSce  requesting  me  to  designate  the  library  to  which  I 
desired  the  books  sent  to  which  I  was  entitled  under  the  appropri<i- 
tion  act  Aat  finally  passed.  I  replied,  designating  the  library.  On 
my  return  to  the  present  Congress,  near  the  commencement  of  the 
session,  I  saw  an  article  in  the  Globe  in  relation  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
House,  the  books  for  members,  &c.  I  immediately  sat  down  and 
wrote  to  the  librarian  of  the  library  to  which  I  had  ordered  my  books 
to  be  sent,  stating  that  a  question  had  been  raised  here  in  relation  to 
the  delivery  of  the  books,  and  requesting  him  to  inform  me  what  books 
had  been  received,  and  the  condition  in  which  they  were  received.     I 
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ived,  in  reply,  a  letter  dated  December  21,  1867,  in  which  is  the 
>wing  in  reply  to  what  I  had  written  : 

We  have  received  complete  sets,  in  good  order,  of  Gales  &  Sea- 
8  Annals,  and  their  Register  of  Debates  ;  the  Public  Land  Laws; 
Dtt's  D.  bates  ;  Opinions  of  the  Attorneys  General ;  Finance  Be- 
8  ;  John  Adams'  Works;  Jefferson's  Works  ;  Hickey's  Constitu- 
,  and  Mayo  &  Moulton's  Pension  and  Bounty  Land  Laws." 
We  have  received  only  38  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe 
Appendix,  not  including  the  two  volumes  you  forwarded  by  mail, 
volumes  comprising  the  doings  of  the  1st  and  2d  sessions  of  the 
I  C!ongress  are  required  to  complete  the  set. 
The  Globe  is  not  in  such  good  order  as  might  have  been  desirable, 
re  is  such  a  want  of  uniformity  in  the  binding,  such  an  air  of 
iquity  and  hard  usage  about  some  of  the  volumes,  as  fully  to  bear 
the  assertion  of  the  publisher  that  Mr.  CuUom  was  buying  up 
sweepings  of  their  ofiice. 

Of  the  '  Diplomatic  Correspondence'  we  have  not  received  a  single 
ime,  but  instead  I  find  its  very  title  erased  from  the  list  sent  by 
Cullom.     You,  of  course,  are  better  able  than  we  are  to  judge 
5ther  this  is  de  jure  or  not." 

Jpon  the  receipt  of  this  letter  I  immediately  applied  to  the  Clerk 
elation  to  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  and  he  stated  that  they 
1  not  been  obtained  for  a  portion,  if  for  any,  of  the  members.  In 
ard  to  the  other  matter,  I  replied  to  the  librarian  that  I  did  not 
)w  that  the  resolution  ordering  the  books  designated  the  style  of 
»bes  to  be  sent. 

jaestion.  In  speaking  of  the  style  of  the  binding  of  the  Globes 
8  your  correspondent  state  anything  from  which  you  could  infer 
ether  the  difference  in  the  binding  was  more  than  would  naturally 
St  in  books  bound  at  different  times,  from  session  to  session  ? 
Answer.  There  is  nothing  said  in  relation  to  that  matter  except 
At  I  have  read. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 
Juestion.  Is  there  a  copy  of  *'  Little  &  Brown's  Revised  Statutes" 
luded  in  the  list  sent? 

Inswer.  No,  sir.  I  received  them  riiyself  under  a  previous  resolu- 
i.  They  were  not  included  in  the  provision  of  the  appropriation 
relating  to  libraries. 

Question.  Were  *'  Hamilton's  Works"  included? 
Lnswer.  No,  sir ;  I  made  inquiries  in  relation  to  them,  and  found 
t  they  had  not  been  sent.     I  think  they  were  not  included  in  the 
ropriation  bill.     The  original  resolution  included  several  books 
ich  were  not  embraced  in  the  library  provision  of  the  appropriation 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  fact  in  relation  to  the 
ject  of  our  investigation  which  you  have  not  stated  ? 
luswer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  anything  of  the  kind. 

P.  BLISS. 
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Hudson  Taylor  called  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Qnestion.  Did  you  or  your  firm  furnish  any  hooks  for  members  ot 
Congress  or  for  libraries  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
under  the  resolution  of  the  last  Congress  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  books  did  you  furnish  ? 

Answer.  We  furnished  a  great  many  books  for  the  libraries. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  what  books  you  furnished  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not  a  memorandum  of  them  here,  and  do  not  think 
I  could  tell  the  books  and  the  number  of  each  work  I  furnished. 

Question.  Can  you  make  out  a  memorandum  and  furnish  it  to  the 
committee  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  I  could,  but  it  would  be  a  very  troublesome 
operation,  for  sometimes  I  would  make  out  a  bill  here  when  the  books 
were  delivered,  and  simply  enter  upon  our  books  the  charge  of  so 
much  for  books  per  bill  rendered.  1  suppose  all  our  bills  are  upon 
file  in  the  Clerk's  office. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  I  find  upon  pa^e  161  of  House  Miscellaneous  Document 
No.  12,  of  the  present  session  of  Congress,  your  account  for  books: 
6  sets  Register  of  Debates  |145  ;  8  sets  Annals  of  Congress  $1,680; 
29  copies  Mickey  on  the  Constitution  $29  ;  28  sets  Elliott's  Debates 
$448  ;  2  sets  Opinions  Attorneys  General  |30,  and  I  Diplomatic  Cor- 
respondence $15 — total  |2,347.  Does  that  correspond  with  your  re- 
collection of  books  furnished  by  you  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  we  furnished  them. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  actually  furnish  all  the  books  that  your  bills  call 
for? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  every  copy. 

Question.  At  the  prices  designated  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  or  agree  to  pay  to  the  Clerk  any  money,  or 
promise  him  any  consideration  of  any  kind,  as  a  bonus  for  your  con- 
tract? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  a  cent. 

Question.  Were  you  paid  by  him  the  full  amount  of  your  bills? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  every  cent  of  them. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Did  I  ever  demand  anything  of  you  in  consideration  of 
your  contract  ? 

Answer.  You  never  even  intimated  such  a  thing. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  is  the  character  of  the  books  that  you  furnished  ? 
Answer.  We  furnished  all  upon  the  list  that  we  could  get,  except 
Gales  &  Beaton's  books. 
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Qoestion.  I  mean,  what  was  the  condition  of  the  books  70a  far- 
nifihed? 

Answer.  When  we  delivered  them  here  the  messengers  looked  them 
all  over,  and  compared  them  to  see  that  the  volumes  were  all  correct. 

Question.  What  was  the  agreement  between  you  and  Mr.  CuUom 
in  reference  to  the  character  and  the  quality  of  the  books  which  you 
were  to  furnish  ;  what  were  his  requirements  in  relation  to  them  ? 

Answer.  His  requirements  were  that  the  books  should  all  be  in 
good  order. 

Question.  Was  he  present  when  the  books  were  delivered  here 
by  you  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  was  absent  from  the  city  for  a  portion  of  the 
time. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  any  personal  knowledge 
of  these  books  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Who  received  them 

Answer.  There  were  three  or  four  persops  who  received  them;  Mr. 
Baily,  Mr.  Emmerich  and  others.  We  delivered  them  in  a  committee 
room  near  this  one,  and  every  set  that  was  brought  in  was  examined ; 
of  course  we  did  not  examine  every  volume  thoroughly  to  see  whether 
it  was  imperfect  or  not,  because  we  could  not  do  that.  If  there  was 
any  imperfection  found,  we  stood  ready  to  make  it  right,  as  we  do  in 
all  other  cases.  Frequently  among  new  books  we  buy  there  are  found 
some  that  are  defective,  a  signature  wanting,  or  a  wrong  signature 
put  in,  and  if  we  are  called  upon  we  make  it  right,  in  each  case,  by 
taking  the  book  back  and  exchanging  it.  Some  of  the  sets  that  we 
delivered  here  had  been  supplied,  probably,  to  some  former  members 
of  Congress,  and  we  delivered  them  in  just  the  same  state  that  they 
received  them. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  has  been  the  usage  heretofore  among 
members  of  former  Congresses  in  regard  to  books  furnished  to  them 
under  various  resolutions  of  the  House;  whether  they  retained  them 
or  whether  they  have  disposed  of  them  ?  v 

Answer.  I  know  that  in  some  instances  they  have  disposed  of  them, 
I  do  not  remember  any  instance  for  some  time  past.  We  have  bought 
books  from  ex-members  of  Congress,  and  exchanged  with  them  for 
other  books  sometimes. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  What  are  the  facilities  for  purchasing  the  books  that  have 
been  distributed  under  the  various  resolutions  of  the  House  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  just  at  this  time  it  is  rather  difficult  to  obtain 
them,  but  it  has  been  very  easily  managed  heretofore.  Copies  of  these 
works  were  always  getting  into  auctions ;  we  saw  them  advertised  in 
the  libraries  of  deceased  members  of  Congress  that  were  to  be  sold  at 
auction,  and  we  could  frequently  get  them  in  that  way.  There  was 
a  large  sale  in  Richmond,  the  other  day,  of  the  books  of  the  late  Hon. 
William  Bayley,  of  Virginia,  and  I  know  a  bookseller  of  this  city 
who  sent  down  there  and  got  a  great  many  at  a  very  low  price.  We 
did  not  buy  any,  as  we  did  not  know  of  the  sale  in  time.     We  got  an 
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order  from  the  Senate  some  years  ago  to  supply sets  of  State 

Papers,  which  were  scarce  then.  The  publishers  did  not  have  them 
an  they  were  out  of  print,  we  bought  them  up  wherever  we  could  find 
them. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Do  you  remember  whether  the  sets  of  books  which  you 
furnished  were  perfect  or  incomplete  as  to  the  number  of  volumes  ? 

Answer.  They  were  all  periiect  so  far  as  I  know. 

Question.  Then  how  do  you  explain  this  discrepancy?  On  page 
146  of  the  document  to  which  I  have  already  referred,  I  find  this  item 
charged  in  your  account,  viz :  5  sets  Registers  of  Debates,  29  volumes 
at  $145,  $725  ;  on  page  151  of  the  same  document  I  find  this  item 
in  your  account,  5  sets  Register  of  Debates,  $145.  How  do  you  ex- 
plain that  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  latter  item  is  a  misprint.  I  will  guarantee 
that  our  bills  do  not  show  any  such  discrepancy  as  that.  A  set  of 
Register  of  Debates  comprises  29  volumes,  which,  at  |5  per  volume, 
would  make  $145  for  one  set.  I  think  in  the  last  account  to  which 
you  referred  it  must  have  been  a  misprint  of  **  five  "  for  '*  one." 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  able  to  buy  the  Congressional  Globe  of  Mr. 
Rives  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  he  would  not  sell  them  to  us ;  when  we  received 
this  order  from  Mr.  CuUom,  I  went  to  Mr.  Rives  and  told  him  that    z 
as  we  published  some  of  these  books  ourselves,  we  desired  to  furnish 
his  with  them,  but  we  did  not  want  to  speculate  upon  his  books,  and 
I  asked  him  if  he  would  sell  us  his  books  to  enable  us  to  comply  with 
the  order.     He  said  :  I  will  not  take  ofl^  for  you  one  cent  of  the  gof*    ^ 
ernment  price.    I  replied  to  him:  I  do  not  ask  you  to  take  oflf  a  cent; 
I  came  to  you  in  good  faith  to  say  that  we  had  got  this  order  from  the 
Clerk,  and  wanted  to  supply  your  books  and  did  not  want  to  pick  up 
your  books  round  about  in  any  way.     Said  he,  I  will  do  anything  to 
accommodate  you  and  Maury  ;  but  I  will  not  do  anything  to  accom- 
modate those  I'ellows  up  there.     I  said :  Then  will  you  sell  us  your 
books,  and  we  will  pay  you  the  full  price  for  them  as  soon  as  we  get 
the  money  from  the  government?     Yes,  said  he,  I  will.  Well,  said 
I,  we  will  take  fifty  sets  at  once  of  your  Globe  and  Appendix.    What 
do  you  call  a  set,  he  asked  ?     Thirty-seven  volumes,  1  said;  no,  said 
he,  a  set  is  forty-three  volumes.     I  replied  :  I  know  you  have  already 
had  this  controversy  with  the  Clerk,  but  I  did  not  suppose  you  would 
have  it  with  us.     Said  he :  I  will  not  sell  less  than  forty-three  volames 
to  the  set.     I  told  him  that  thirty-seven  volumes  were  all  that  the 
Clerk  was  authorized  to  buy,  as  they  were  all  that  had  been  furnishei 
to  members  heretofore.  He  said :  my  set  is  forty-three  volumes.   1 1 
know,  said  I,  that  you  have  printed  six  volumes  since  the  former  mem-  ■ 
hers  were  supplied.     But  you  have  furnished  already  to  the  members  i^ 
of  this  Congress  twenty-four  sets  of  those  six  volumes,  and  why  do  \^ 
you  want  to  force  them  upon  Congress  again  ?     Said  he,  I  will  not     - 
sell  less  than  forty-three  volumes  to  the  set.     Well,  I  replied,  I  can- 
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bay  them  of  you ;  but  as  I  wanted  to  send  these  books  up  as 
kly  as  possible,  I  came  to  you  to  buy  them  of  you,  but  you  will 
)  me  to  go  out  into  the  market  and  get  them  as  I  best  can.  I  can- 
help  it,  said  he,  but  I  do  not  believe  you  can  get  them  in  the 
ket.  I  believe  I  can,  I  said,  though  I  do  not  want  to  do  it.  Do 
object  to  my  going  into  the  market  to  get  them  ?  No,  said  he  ; 
are  a  book-seller  and  have  a  right  to  go  into  the  market  for  books. 
^j  said  I,  I  want  to  get  some  sets  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence. 
Git  do  you  call  the  price  of- a  set,  said  he?  I  replied  $15  a  set. 
said  he,  the  price  of  a  set  is  now  $25.  Why,  said  I,  you  furnished 
1  to  the  33d  Congress  for  $16  a  set.  I  don't  care,  said  he,  a  set  is 
ih  $25  now,  and  you  can  take  them  or  not  just  as  you  please. 
By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

uestion.  Had  the  s^t  been  increased  any  ? 

nswer.  I  believe  it  had.  I  then  said  to  Mr,  Bives  there  are  your 
ince  Beports.  Said  he,  I  will  sell  them  to  you.  Said  I  they  are 
a  set.  No,  said  he,  they  are  $24^  a  set,  I  said  to  him :  I  see 
do  not  want  to  trade  with  me;  I  have  been  up  to  the  House  and 
id  that  your  former  prices  were  $24  a  set.  Well,  said  he,  I  dotiot 
for  the  half  dollar,  but  I  will  make  out  your  bill  for  $24^,  so  as 
e  consistent,  and  if  I  allow  you  the  half  dollar,  it  will  be  all  right, 
id  to  him,  we  cannot  charge  more  than  $24  a  set.  We  did  not 
le  the  matter  then.  But  he  went  up  to  the  House  and  found  out 
former  price,  and  then  sold  us  some  of  them  at  the  same  price^ 
a  set.     I  think  we  bought  sixty  sets  of  him. 

By  the  Chairman : 

uestion.  Is  the  binding  of  the  Congressional  Globe  uniform  from 
'  to  year,  or  does  it  vary  in  appearance  ? 

nswer.  I  think  that  lately  it  is  uniform ;  but  we  have  had  some 
with  different  bindings  ;  some  of  the  backs  dark,  and  some  light ; 
3  sheep,  and  some  Bussia  leather. 

uestion.  How  is  it  with  series  of  books  bound  at  different  times, 
liaines,  and  books  of  that  kind ;  will  they  look  uniform,  or  will 
e  be  a  difference  ? 

nswer.  There  will  be  a  difference  that  you  can  see  in  a  moment, 
he  leather  of  the  new  binding  will  look  much  brighter  than  the 
We  had  some  books  to  bind  the  other  day  ;  some  volumes  of 
per's  Magazine.  We  got  leather  of  exactly  the  same  color,  and 
exactly  the  same  kind  of  lettering  on  the  bask  ;  but  you  could 
ct  the  new  volumes  across  the  room.  I  do  not  believe  Mr.  Bives 
a  set  of  Congressional  Globes  bound  in  his  office  to  which  he 
1  add  the  new  volumes  of  the  present  Congress,  and  bind  those 
volumes  so  that  they  could  not  be  distiuffuished  readily;  they  will 
.  A  work  published  periodically,  as  that  is,  from  year  to  year, 
show  a  difference  in  the  binding. 

sestion.  How  many  sets  did  you  furnish  to  the  Clerk^  as  nearly 
>a  can  recollect  ? 

uswer.  We  must  have  furnished  somewhere  about  fifty  sets,  I 
8.     There  were  other  sets  furnished  by  another  house  here,  I. 
$ve  ;  I  think  that  sixty-odd  sets  have  been  furnished  altogether* 
H.  Bep  Com.  188 31 
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Question.  Did  you  furnish  any  books  except  to  supply  libraries? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  there  were  sixty  sets  furnished  in  all  ? 

Answer.  About  sixty  sets,  I  think. 

Question.  How  many  sets  were  to  be  furnished  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  exactly  how  many.  As  fast  as  the  names 
of  the  libraries  were  sent  in,  we  would  furnish  the  books,  and  no 
fiuter,  because  the  treasury  would  not  pay  for  them  until  they  received 
the  voucher  from  the  library.  We  had  the  order  to  supply  all  that 
were  wanted  until  Mr.  CuUom  went  out  of  office  ;  but  we  could  not  get 
pay  for  them  until  the  libraries  were  designated. 

HUDSON  TAYLOR. 

John  F.  Callan  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Qqestion.  What  is  your  residence  and  occupation  ? 

Answer.  My  residence  is  in  this  city,  and  during  the  sessions  of 
Congress  I  am  clerk  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  of  the 
Senate,  and  I  have  been  such  clerk  for  six  years  past. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  books  that  are  furnished 
to  members  of  Congress  under  the  various  resolutions  that  have  been 
passed  from  time  to  time,  whether  or  not  they  are  obtainable  in  the 
general  market  of  this  city  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  do. 

Question.  Have  you  had  anything  to  do  in  the  way  of  purchasing 
or  selling  these  books  ? 

Answer.  Do  you  mean  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives ?    No,  sir. 

Question.  I  mean,  have  you  had  anything  to  do  in  the  way  of 
purchasing  and  selling  books  of  the  same  character  as  those  furnished 
to  him  ? 

Answer.  In  the  position  which  I  occupy  a  good  many  books  fall  into 
my  hands,  as  Senators  frequently  give  me  books  ;  and  during  the  last 
year  I  have  sold  some  of  these  books,  some  to  Mr.  Bives  and  some  to 
Mr.  Shillington. 

Question.  How  many  did  you  sell  to  Mr.  Rives? 

Answer.  I  sold  him  160  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe. 

Question.  Were  they  in  sets,  or  were  they  odd  volumes? 

AnsiYer*  They  commenced  at  volume  20  and  ran  on  for  20  volumes, 
to  the  end  of  the  31st  Congress,  I  think.  There  were  eight  such  sets 
of  20  volumes  each,  160  volumes  altogether* 

Question.  How  did  you  procure  these  books  ? 

Answer.  They  had  been  furnished  to  Senators  previously.  Fre- 
quently as  we  have  been  engaejed  in  sending  off  books  for  Senators 
they  would  say  to  us,  if  you  want  anv  books  reserve  them  for  your- 
selves. I  have  also  been  in  the  habit  of  reserving  the  odd  volumes 
not  in  sets,  and  sometimes  members  would  give  me  four  or  five  current 
volumes  for  an  odd  one,  to  make  up  a  set  complete. 
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Qaestion.  Have  yon  ever  known  of  these  books  being  for  sale  in 
ibis  city  ? 

Answer.  I  have  seen  them  sold  at  anction.  I  knew  at  one  time  of 
the  books  of  a  deceased  senator  to  be  sold  at  anction  here. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Qnestion.  What  did  Mr.  Rives  pay  yon  for  those  books  ? 

Answer.  He  paid  me  $200,  or  $1  25  a  volume.  I  sold  some  books 
to  Mr.  Shillington — a  few  odd,  scattered  volumes,  for  which  he  paid 
me  $2  50  a  volume. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  you  ever  sell  any  to  Mr.  CuUom? 
Answer.  No,  sir.     I  had  no  acquaintance  with  him,  except  to  say 
'*How  d'ye  do,"  when  we  met.  • 

J.  F.  CALLAN. 

James  B.  Bicaud  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman. 

Qnestion.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress ;  and  if  so, 
from  what  State,  and  was  that  your  first  term  ? 

Answer.  I  was  a  member  of  the  last  Congress,  from  the  State  of 
Maryland,  and  that  was  my  first  term. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  in  relation  to  the  disposition  made  of 
the  books  to  which  yoa  were  entitled  under  the  act  of  the  3d  of  March, 
1857  ? 

Answer.  I  sent  an  order  to  General  CuUom,  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  to  forward  the  books  to  which  I  was  entitled  as  a 
member  of  Congress  to  the  library  of  Washington  College,  Kent 
county,  one  of  the  oldest  literary  institutions  in  the  State  of  Mary- 
land. I  have  received  a  letter  from  the  president  of  that  college,  who 
has  charge  of  the  library,  in  which  he  states  that  the  books  have  all 
been  received,  and  in  complete  order.  I  have  no  further  knowledge 
of  the  books  than  that,  as  I  have  never  seen  one  of  the  books  myself. 
In  that  set  or  list  of  books  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  were  all 
that  were  omitted.  The  rest  of  the  books  enumerated  were  all  re- 
ceived, and  in  perfect  condition.  That  matter  was  settled  by  corres- 
pondence alone  with  Mr.  CuUom,  and  it  was  the  only  correspondence 
upon  any  subject  that  I  ever  had  with  him.  He  furnished  me  a  copy 
of  the  list  of  books,  and  requested  me  to  name  the  library  to  which  I 
would  have  them  sent.  In  consequence  of  sickness  in  my  family  the 
matter  remained  unattended  to  for  some  time,  and  the  letter  was  mis- 
laid. I  wrote  to  him  afterwards  for  a  copy,  which  he  furnished  to 
me,  and  I  then  sent  him  a  reply  designating  the  library  I  have  named, 

J.  B.  RICAUD. 

J.  M.  Babclat  recalled  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Qnestion.  Do  you  know  anything  about  a  requisition  made  by  Mr. 
CaUom  in  March,  1857,  for  $50,000,  upon  the  treasury? 


i^i  ACCOUNTS   OF  WILLIAM  CULLOM, 

Answer.  I  recollect  that  a  requisition  upon  the  treasury  was  drawn 
about  that  time  by  him,  but  I  will  not  be  positive  as  to  the  amount. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  circumstances  under  which  it  was 
drawn? 

Answer.  I  recollect  that  Mr.  Buck,  the  General,  and  myself,  and 
perhaps  one  or  two  others,  had  some  talk  about  the  matter,  and  ex- 
amined the  law  upon  the  subject,  and  whatever  course  was  adopted 
was  the  result  of  that  examination.     Mr.  Buck  drew  the  requisition, 
if  I  am  not  mistaken.     I  have  this  impression  upon  my  mind,  that  we 
concluded  that  if  the  appropriation  was  to  be  viewed  as  a  contingency 
no  vouchers  need  be  sent  to  the  treasury  with  the  requisition,  because, 
according  to  the  former  practice,  no  vouchers  were  sent  until  the  set- 
tlement of  the  account;  but  if  it  was  to  be  treated  as  an  individual^ 
transaction,  to  be  settled  outside  of  the  contingent  iund,  then  I  sup^-^^ 
posed  it  would  be  proper  to  send  the  vouchers  with  the  requisition^^ 
1  have  not  a  distinct  recollection  either  as  to  the  amount  of  tU.^ 
requisition  or  of  what  was   actually  done  in  the  matter.     If  ttxc 
requisition  referred  to  is  the  one  that  Mr.  Buck  drew,  then  it  w^ 
what  we  all  thought  was  right  and  prober. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  consult  with  you  gentlemen  as  to  wlxBl 
should  be  done  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  he  called  us  in  for  that  purpose. 

Question.  I  would  ask  you  whether,  in  discharging  any  of  the 
duties  of  the  office,  when  there  was  any  novelty,  or  when  there  wm 
supposed  that  there  would  be  any  difficulty,  embarrassment,  or  mis- 
understanding between  the  Clerk's  office  and  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, General  Cullom  acted  individually  and  upon  his  own  advice,  or 
whether  he  referred  to  his  clerks  ? 

Answer.  I  was  very  often  consulted  with  in  regard  to  those  matters. 

By  Mr.  Curry: 

Question.  Are  you  employed  by  the  year  or  by  the  session? 

Answer.  By  the  year. 

Question.  Are  you  the  journal  clerk  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  are  your  duties  during  the  vacation ;   anything 
connected  with  your  office  ? 

Answer.  Strictly  speaking,  there  is  nothing  that  appertains  to  my 
duties  except  the  making  a  general  index  of  the  journal ;  but  I  have 
very  often  done  other  work,  such  as  aiding  in  making  out  an  alpha- 
betical index,  in  the  correspondence  of  the  office,  &c.,  and  I  am  very 
often  called  upon  for  such  purposes  as  have  just  been  alluded  to 
during  the  recess. 

Question.  Do  you  perform  these  duties  as  coming  within  the  legiti- 
mate sphere  of  your  office,  or  do  you  charge  extra  for  them,  as  duties 
performed  outside  of  those  incumbent  upon  you  as  journal  clerk? 

Answer.  I  have  sometimes  made  a  charge  because  I  have  been 
given  to  understand  that,  in  the  opinion  of  those  having  the  right  to 
allow  it,  I  might  do  so.  I  have  never  conceived  that  I  had  a  legal 
right  to  make  the  charge,  but  if  the  allowance  was  made  I  thought  I 
had  a  legal  right  to  receive  it. 
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Question.  Do  you  say  that  when  any  extra  has  been  allowed  you, 
except  extra  allowances  from  the  House,  it  has  been  allowed  volun- 
tarily by  the  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  It  has  been  allowed  by  the  Committee  on  Accounts  ? 

Question.  I  see  in  Mr.  CuUom's  account,  as  published,  that  you 
were  paid  $250  for  services  on  the  alphabetical  index  of  claims ;  was 
that  in  addition  to  your  annual  salary  ? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  Could  you  not  have  discharged  that  duty  without  inter- 
ference with  your  other  duties  t 

Answer.  I  certainly  did  discharge  it  without  interference  with  my 
other  duties. 

Question.  Was  it  done  during  the  vacation? 

Answer.  It  was.  My  duties  are  sometimes  exceedingly  laborious ; 
during  the  session  I  have  a  great  deal  to  do,  and  in  consideration  of 
that  fact  I  have  several  times,  during  the  period  I  have  been  here,  got 
extra  compensation  for  that  very  same  work.  Once  I  got  leave  of  ab- 
sence and  went  to  Indiana.  Judge  Young,  the  Clerk,  was  very 
anxious  to  bring  up  certain  work.  It  was  outside  of  the  duties  of  our 
oflSce,  and  extra  force  was  employed  to  bring  it  up,  and  he  requested 
US  to  do  all  that  we  could  to  bring  it  up,  and  I  think  that  Judge 
Yoans  recommended  to  the  committee  to  give  us  an  extra  allowance, 
I  think  that  in  the  Senate  they  gave  each  one  of  their  clerks  $500  ex- 
tra allowance,  in  addition  to  their  annual  salaries,  for  like  services. 

Question.  Did  General  CuUom  employ  you  to  make  this  alphabeti- 
cal index  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir, 

JNO.  M.  BARCLAY. 

Valkntinb  B.  Horton  called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress,  and  if  so,  from 
what  State ;  and  was  that  your  first  term  ? 

Answer.  I  was  a  member  of  the  last  Congress  from  Ohio,  and  it  was 
my  first  t^rm. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  in  relation  to  the  disposition  of  the 
books  ordered  for  the  library  in  your  district  ? 

Answer.  I  received  a  circular  from  General  CuUom,  last  summer, 
desiring  to  know  to  what  library  I  wanted  my  books  sent.  I  an- 
swered immediately,  designating  the  Ohio  University,  at  Athens, 
Ohio,  in  my  district,  which  I  think  is  the  oldest  university  west  of  the 
mountains.  I  sent  to  the  university  a  list  of  the  books  to  be  fur- 
nished. Some  time  in  December  last,  I  wrote  to  the  president  of  the 
university,  to  know  if  the  books  had  been  received.  After  a  while  I 
received  a  response  from  the  librarian  of  the  university,  stating  that 
the  books  had  been  r^eceived.  He  gave  a  list  of  the  books  which  I 
have  at  my  room.  Of  the  Congressional  Globe,  there  was  a  duplicate 
volume  in  one  place,  and  a  volume  deficient  in  another.  That  was 
all  that  was  out  of  the  way  in  the  books.  I  thought  I  would  write 
and  see  if  it  might  not  have  been  a  mistake  in  the  examination,  in 
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regard  to  the  duplicate  Yolume,  upon  the  part  of  the  librariaD,  and 
also  inform  them  that  General  Cnllom  had  said  he  would  rectify  the 
mistake  if  it  occurred  here.  I  have  never  seen  the  books,  and  do 
not  recollect  now  whether  in  the  list  sent  to  me  by  the  librarian  any 
of  the  works  ordered  were  deficient  or  left  out. 

Question.  Did  anything  pass  between  you  and  the  Clerk  in  relation 
to  the  books  ? 

Answer.  Nothing,  except  by  letter,  and  all  the  correspondence  was 
a  letter  on  his  part  sending  me  the  circular,  and  my  reply  designating 
the  library. 

V.  B.  HOBTON. 

March  29,  1858. 
John  Sherman  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  thirty-fourth  Congress,  and^^ 
was  that  your  first  term  ? 

Answer.  I  was  a  member  of  that  Congress,  and  it  was  my  firs^^^ 
term. 

Question.  Did  you  give  any  orders  concerning  the  books  to  whic""*^ 
you  were  entitled  under  the  act  of  March  3,  1857  ? 

Answer.  I  gave  orders  to  have  the  books  sent  to  the  Mansfie^(/ 
Young  Men's  Library  Association,  in  my  district. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  the  books  have  been  r^e. 
ceived  ? 

Answer.  The  books  have  not  yet  been  sent.  Supposing  that  thU 
was  the  point  to  which  your  examination  of  me  would  be  directed,  I 
called  this  morning  upon  the  Clerk  having  this  matter  in  charge,  Mr. 
Baily,  and  he  tells  me  that  the  books  will  be  sent  to  day,  all  but  the 
Piplomatic  Correspondence. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Have  you  heretofore  made  application  for  these  books  to 
General  CuUom  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  mentioned  the  subject  once  to  General  Cnl- 
lom. I  have  had  frequent  conversations  with  Mr.  Baily,  and  have 
made  several  complaints  to  him  in  reference  to  this  matter.  I  think 
I  told  General  Cullom  once  that  the  books  had  not  been  sent.     I  will  j 

state  here  that  some  time  during  last  spring  and  summer,  when  I  re-  | 

ceived  a  circular  calling  upon  me  to  select  the  library  to  which  I 
would  have  these  books  sent,  I  went  to  the  officers  of  the  Library  ^ 
Association^  and  made  the  condition  with  them  that  should  I  select  f 
their  library  as  the  one  to  which  these  books  should  be  sent  they 
should  themselves  add  one  thousand  dollars  worth  of  miscellaneous 
books  to  the  library.  And  before  I  came  on  here  this  winter  they 
communicated  to  me  the  fact  that  they  had  made  arrangements  for  the 
books  they  were  themselves  to  supply.  I  therefore  urged  Mr.  Baily, 
when  I  came  on  here,  to  have  these  books  forwarded  at  once,  for  I 
was  placed  in  the  position  of  having  promised  a  gratuity  and  made  a 
condition  dependent  upon  that  gratuity,  which  condition  had  been 
'  -•♦K   while  the  gratuity  had  not  yet  been  made. 
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Question.  What  reason  was  assigned  for  not  having  forwarded  the 
books? 

Answer.  I  think  that  Mr.  Baily  said  that  it  was  a  good  deal  of  a 
job  to  get  all  the  books  together.  At  one  time,  I  think,  the  reason 
assign^  was,  that  Mr.  Baily  could  not  attend  to  it  then,  as  his  child 
was  sick,  and  some  other  person  was  acting  in  his  place.  I  do  not 
know  as  I  can  give  any  very  definite  reason  that  was  assigned. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  When  did  you  give  the  order  in  writing  concerning  the 
disposition  to  be  made  of  the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  answered  the  circular  immediately  upon  \ts  receipt^  during 
last  summer,  or  perhaps  earlier. 

By  Mr.  CuUom: 

Question.  Were  these  conversations  that  you  had  with  Mr.  Baily, 
before  or  after  my  term  of  oflSce  had  expired? 

Answer.  They  took  place  after  I  came  on  here  this  winter ;  after 
your  term  of  office  had  expired.  I  think  I  mentioned  the  matter  to 
you  once  in  December  last ;  I  mentioned  it  once  to  Mr.  Allen,  the 
present  Clerk,  and  he  told  me  that  Mr.  Baily  had  charge  of  the  matter. 
I  called  upon  Mr.  Baily  several  times,  and  this  morning  he  told  me 
that  the  books,  all  except  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  were  boxed 
up  and  would  be  sent  to-day.  He  said  there  would  be  a  deficiency  in 
the  books  so  far  as  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  was  concerned,  and 
he  would  not  send  them  yet.  He  said  he  expected  to  be  able  to  send 
them  hereafter,  if  the  House  should  pass  a  resolution  authorizing 
their  purchase. 

Question.  Did  he  say  the  reason  they  could  not  be  purchased  now 
was  because  the  publishers  asked  more  for  the  work  than  the  House 
had  authorized  to  be  paid  ? 

Answer.  He  said  nothing  about  that.  He  said  that  enough  money 
had  been  appropriated  to  pay  for  them,  but  that  he  could  not  get 
them,  and  that  a  simple  resolution  would  be  sufficient  to  supply  the 
deficiency. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  fact  relating  to  this  investiga- 
tion? 
Answer.  No,  sir:  not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

JOHN  SHERMAN. 

John  B^ily  called  and  examined. 
By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Did  you  have  charge  of  the  book  concern  under  me  as 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  have  had  charge  of  that  matter  since  the  first  of  April, 
1857. 

Question.  What  were  my  instructions  to  you  when  I  left  here,  in 
reference  to  your  receiving  the  books,  as  to  their  condition,  &c  ? 

Answer.  Your  instructions  were  to  have  everything  right  in  the 
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matter ;  to  have  it  all  done  perfectly  correct  and  straight,  and  that 
the  books  should  be  in  good  condition. 

Question.  Under  those  instructions,  did  you  give  attention  to  the 
receiving  of  the  books  that  were  purchased  under  the  act  of  March  3, 
1867? 

Answer.  I  gave  my  personal  attention  to  the  matter. 

Question.  Who  else  that  was  under  my  authority  aided  you  in  re- 
ceiving these  books  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Frederick  Emmerich. 

Question.  Was  I  myself  present  or  absent  during  the  time  these 
books  were  being  received  ? 

Answer.  You  were  absent,  but  I  forget  the  exact  date  when  yoi^^ 
went  away. 

Question.  Did  you  attend  to  having  the  hcpkB  packed  and  boxed  u^n 
and  sent  to  the  libraries  ?  ^ 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Were  any  of  them  in  an  imperfect  condition,  that  yc^Q 
knew  of? 

Answer.  I  did  not  receive  or  send  away  any  books  that  I  knew  w^xe 
not  in  good  order. 

Question.  Have  I  ever  been  present  at  the  receiving  or  sending  aw^ay 
of  any  of  these  books  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  many  books  purchased  on  my  authority  were  left 
on  hand  when  I  went  out  of  office  ? 

Answer.  I  made  up  an  account  of  them  and  I  think  there  were  abont 
$17,000  worth. 

Question.  Was  it  requisite  that  the  library  must  be  designated  in 
the  first  place  before  I  could  purchase  the  books  to  be  sent  to  that 
library  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  necessary  to  send  to  the  treasury  the  letter  of  the 
member  or  members  designating  the  libraries,  before  the  money  would 
be  advanced  for  the  purchase  of  these  books  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  I  instruct  you  to  be  prompt  in  forwarding  the  books 
whenever  a  letter  designating  the  library  to  which  the  books  were  to 
be  sent  was  received  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  You  told  me  that  you  were  very  anxious  to 
have  the  business  disposed  of,  and  I  hurried  up  the  matter  as  fast  as 
I  could  in  order  to  get  the  books  off  before  you  returned. 

Question.  Were  not  many  of  the  members  late  in  designating  their 
librares  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  some  of  them  have  not  been  named  to  this  day. 

Question.  Did  not  many  of  the  designations  come  in  just  as  I  was 
going  out  of  office  ? 

Answer.  I  think  there  were  eight  of  them  in  a  batch  during  the 
last  week  of  your  term. 

Question.  Are  you  still  in  office  under  Mr.  Allen  ? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  Have  you  been  sending  these  books  out  under  him  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir,  as  fast  as  we  could  get  complete  seta  together. 
Question.  Why  have  not  the  books  been  sent  to  the  library  desig- 
nated by  Mr.  Sherman,  of  Ohio  ;  was  his  one  of  the  libraries  desig- 
nated late  in  the  fall  ?  - 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  the  date  of  his  letter  designating  the 
library  ;  I  do  not  know  of  any  particular  reason  why  his  books  have 
not  been  sent ;  there  were  not  books  enough  to  supply  all. 

Question.  Were  you  in  the  office  before  I  was  elected  Clerk  of  the 

House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  have  been  in  the  office  now  nearly  eight  years. 

Question.  I  wish  to  ask  you  a  question  in  reference  to  another 

matter,  the  salaries  of  Messrs.  Stanton,  Burnett,  6aily,and  Greenlease. 

Do  you  know  the  fact  that  the  amount  retained  of  their  salaries  was 

placed  by  me  to  the  credit  of  the  government,  and  so  considered  by 

lOe  and  the  office  from  the  time  their  checks  were  endorsed  back  to 

nxe? 

Answer.  The  first  I  knew  of  that  was  about  the  last  of  March, 
1867.  My  attention  was  called  to  an  article  published  in  the  Star,  of 
t^his  city,  by  certain  of  the  clerks.  I  had  a  conversation  with  you 
^bout  the  matter,  and  I  told  you  that  you  should  return  the  $1,800^ 
'fche  amount  in  question,  to  the  treasury ;  that  the  depositing  of  that 
amount  in  the  bank  of  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.  did  not  answer  the  purpose 
^hich  you  designed  it  should.  You  said  it  was  your  purpose  to  have 
t;he  matter  done  correctly,  and  would  so  make  your  settlement  at  the 
treasury.  I  told  you  that  you  should  charge  yourself  in  the  account 
current  with  this  item  of  $1,800,  the  amount  withheld  from  those 
clerks,  and  that  would  make  the  account  square  ;  and  I  understood 
jou  to  say  that  you  would  have  the  matter  carried  out  in  that  way, 
as  your  object  was  to  have  the  thing  squared  and  settled  right  and 
correct. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  That  was  in  March  last,  about  the  time  that  we  made  up 
our  accounts  ;  they  were  made  up  to  that  time,  and  I  think  returned 
to  the  treasury  on  that  very  day. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Did  I  tell  you  to  make  up  the  account^  and  so  fix  it  as  to 
explain  this  matter  ? 

Answer.  ¥es,  sir  ;  you  told  me  that  your  object  was  to  have  it  all 
right. 

Question.  Under  the  law  passed  a  vear  ago,  requiring  the  disburs- 
ing officers  to  keep  their  accounts  with  the  treasury,  do  you  not  know 
the  fact  that,  in  making  up  the  estimates  of  the  amount  I  had  in  the 
hands  of  my  disbursing  agents,  Messrs.  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.,  this  item 
of  $1,800  was  estimated  and  so  returned? 

Answer.  You  made  up  the  account  at  the  time,  or  rather  Mr. 
Ingram^  your  chief  clerk,  made  it  up,  and  I  understood  from  him 
distinctly  that  that  was  included  in  it. 

Question.  Did  you  go  with  me  to  the  treasury  when  I  carried  the 
gold  up  there  ? 
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Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Did  we  talk  about  the  matter  at  the  time,  and  say  that 
that  was  included  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  recollect  that. 

Question.  When  was  that  ? 

Answer.  It  was  on  the  first  day  of  April,  1857. 

Question.  Was  it  when  I  made  jhe  transfer  of  the  other  fan^s  that 
I  had  had  in  the  hands  of  my  disbursing  agents  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  it  was  on  the  same  day,  and  the  accounts  were 
carried  up  to  the  Treasury  Department  at  the  same  time. 

Question.  Now  I  wish  to  question  you  in  reference  to  another  matter. 
Do  the  books  of  the  office  show  the  delivery  of  the  books  charged  ia^ 
my  account  under  the  indemnity  clause  of  the  act  of  the  3d  of  March  ^^ 
1857? 

Answer.  The  books  show  the  whole  of  the  transaction  complete 
those  books  were  all  charged  there  as  other  books  were  charged.  ' 

Question.  Now  in  reference  to  another  point.     Did  I,  in  Marc^^ 
last,  call  you  and  Mr.  Buck,  Mr.  Barclay,  and  Mr.  Harris,  into  ic^^ 

{)rivate  office,  to  consult  with  me  about  the  true  construction  of  t\|g 
aw,  before  making  out  the  requisition  of  $50,000,  which  we  finally 
did  make  out  that  day  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  doubt  such  was  the  case,  but  I  do  not  have  a 
distinct  recollection  of  the  circumstances. 

By  Mr.  Horton « 
Question.  How  many  of  these  books  were  furnished  under  the  rew- 
lution  of  July  7,  1856? 
Answer.  Twenty-one  sets. 
Question.  Do  these  all  appear  on  the  books  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  does  Mr.  Williams  appear  on  the  books  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  now  ? 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  After  we  had  sent  up  to  the  treasury  the  account  for 
twenty-one  sets,  did  you  not  find  Colonel  Sneed's  receipt  that  had 
been  mislaid  in  the  office? 

Answer.  I  did. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Do  you  know  in  what  way  that  receipt  came  to  be  mis- 
laid ? 

Answer.  It  was  put  up  with  some  other  papers,  and  we  had  to  over- 
haul them  to  find  it.    The  receipts  and  the  letters  in  relation  to  the 
books  were  kept  by  themselves. 
By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  the  books  of  the  office  show  the  books 
that  have  been  delivered  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  the  names  now. 
Question.  How  is  that  shown,  by  the  mere  copying  of  the  receipt? 
Answer.  It  shows  the  books  charged  as  delivered. 
Question.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing,  either  from  the  books 
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of  the  office  or  otherwise,  whether  the  whole  of  those  twenty-one  sets 
were  actually  transfierred  from  your  office  to  the  signers  of  the  twenty- 
one  receipts  ? 

Answer.  I  know  only  from  the  record ;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  book  bnsiness  until  after  the  first  of  April,  1857. 

Question.  Suppose  that  any  of  these  twenty-one  persons  should 
deny  that  they  had  ever  received  these  books  ;  what  proof  is  there  in 
the  office,  except  these  bare  receipts,  that  the  books  actually  were 
delivered  ;  who  was  the  delivering  agent,  by  which  the  delivery  of  the 
books  could  be  proven  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Harvey  was  the  book  clerk  at  that  time ;  he  is  not  in 
the  city  now,  I  think. 

Mr  CuUom. — He  is  dead. 

Question.  Are  you  now  the  book- clerk? 

Answer.  I  have  charge  of  the  books. 

Question.  Suppose  that  you  were  to  become  satisfied  that  some  of 
these  receipts  were  given  without  the  books  being  actually  received  ; 
bow  are  you  to  be  authorized  to  deliver  the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  should  not  deliver  them ;  I  should  not  go  behind  the 
records  of  the  office ;  we  never  do.  If  we  find  a  man  charged  by  our 
predecessors  with  books^  we  go  by  the  record. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  regard  that  as  an  absolute  verity  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Then  am  I  to  understand  that  this  being  considered  a 
closed  matter,  Mr.  CuUom  has  been  paid  for  the  twenty-one  sets  of 
Wks  which  you  have  charged  ? 

Answer.  I  have  so  understood. 

Question.  Then  if  any  one  of  these  twenty-one  persons  have  failed 
^  get  their  books,  they  must  look  to  General  Cullom  as  an  individual| 
^^i  not  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  how  that  is. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  What  would  be  done,  supposing  that  upon  examination 
?f  the  books  sent  to  libraries,  the  Congressional  Globe,  for  instance, 
^^  should  be  found  that  one  volume  was  wanting,  and  another  volume 
"^^  duplicated  ? 

•  Answer.  If  the  parties  receiving  the  duplicate  volume  would  return 
^  s  we  would  send  them  a  correct  volume,  if  we  had  it. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Suppose  you  did  not  have  it? 
|.  Answer.  I  might  go  out  of  the  way  to  get  it  if  any  case  of  that 
^M  is  supposed  to  have  occurred.  I  will  state  this,  which  may  ex- 
J*l*in  it :  m  some  of  the  sets,  the  26th  and  27th  volumes  are,  through 
^•^e  mistake  of  the  binder,  both  marked  upon  the  back  the  26th 
^^lume  ;  and  in  some  of  the  sets  there  are  thirty-eight  volumes ;  in 
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some  only  thirty-six,  containing  the  same  matter  as  are  usually  bound 
up  in  thirty-seven  volumes. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  the  setB  were  all 
perfect  ? 

Answer.  I  mean  that  so  far  as  my  examination  extended  they  were 
all  perfect.  It  has  been  said  that  some  books  have  been  sent  out 
bound  in  muslin.  Now  I  say  that  I  know  no  such  books  have  beei^ 
^sent  out. 

Question.  Did  you  examine  the  whole  of  the  books  received. 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  did ;  but  I  paid  as  much  attention  t^ 
that  business  as  any  other  clerk  who  ever  had  charge  of  it,  perhaps 
more. 

By  Mr.  Horton  : 

Question.  Did  you  have  a  messenger  to  assist  you  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  Mr.  Emmerich. 
Question.  Was  he  a  faithful  man  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  as  honest  a  man  as  I  am. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Did  all  these  books  actually  pass  through  your  hands? 
Answer.  The  books  passed  through  my  hands,  though  I  cannot  say 
that  I  actually  handled  every  one  of  them. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Who  made  up  the  list  sent  to  the  treasury,  designating 
the  libraries  to  be  furnished  with  these  books  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  Mr.  Ingram  made  up  the  list,  as  it  was 
a  part  of  his  business. 

Question.  Were  they  all  sent  in  at  one  time,  or  were  they  sent  in 
as  the  responses  to  your  circular  came  in  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  about  that.     As  a  requisition  was  drawn 
for  the  money  these  letters  were  sent  with  the  requisitions. 

Question.  Does  this  list,  as  published  in  the  Globe,  correspond 
as  to  time  with  the  requisitions  as  sent  in  ? 

Answer.  I  never  saw  the  article  in  the  Globe,  and  never  compared 
the  list. 

Question.  Were  not  many  of  those  designations  of  the  libraries 
sent  up  to  the  treasury  before  the  meeting  of  Congress? 

Answer.  Most  all  of  them,  I  think,  were. 

Question.  Within  how  short  a  period  before  the  meeting  of  Con- 
gress were  any  of  them  sent  to  the  treasury  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  last  were  sent  within  a  week  or  ten  days 
before  the  meeting  of  Congress,  but  I  will  not  be  certain  as  to  that. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  whose  books  were  embraced  in  the  last 
sent  in? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

JOHN  BAILY. 
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ANISL  Buck  called  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

uestion.  Were  Mr.  Barclay,  Mr.  Baily,  Mr.  Harris,  and  yourself 
moned  by  me  into  my  private  office,  some  time  daring  March, 
r,  for  the  purpose  of  deciding  upon  the  proper  construction  to  be 
m  to  the  law  of  March  3,  1857,  in  relation  to  purchase  of  books 
members,  with  a  view  of  drawing  up  a  requisition  upon  the 
sury  for  money. 

.nswer.  I  think  I  was  present  at  such  a  consultation, 
question.  Do  you  remember  who,  besides  yourself,  were  present? 
Luswer.  I  think  Mr.  Barclay,  Mr.  Baily,  and  yourself  were  there, 
lether  Mr.  Harris  was  there  or  not  I  do  not  recollect. 
Question.  What  was  the  object  of  the  consultation,  and  what  was 
conclusion  to  which  we  arrived  ? 

Luswer.  The  object  of  the  consultation  was  to  determine  whether 
appropriation  was  a  special  appropriation  and  without  the  bond| 
k  part  of  the  contingent  expenses  and  within  the  bond. 
Question.  Did  we  examine  the  law? 

inswer.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  think  you  directed  me  to  draw  the 
tiisition. 

Question.  Was  the  requisition  drawn  in  accordance  with  our  con- 
rent  construction  of  the  law  ? 

Luswer.  I  think  it  was  ;  I  do  not  remember  particularly.  One 
stion  that  was  considered  was  whether  the  vouchers  should  be  sent 
h  the  requisition,  or  whether  the  treasury  would  advance  the  money 
)re  the  books  were  purchased. 

(uestion.  What  was  the  conclusion  to  which  we  came? 
Lnswer.  I  think  the  conclusion  was  that  they  would  not  consider 
vouchers  until  the  final  settlement  of  the  account, 
(uestion.  Do  you  know  the  fact  that  I  was  anxious  to  go  home ; 
.  do  you  recollect  what  was  said  about  drawing  a  requisition,  if 
law  did  not  restrain  me,  for  enough  money  to  cover  the  indemnity 
ne,  and  to  leave  money  enough  in  the  hands  of  the  clerk  to  enable 
i  to  buy  books  under  the  library  clause  ? 

Lnswer.  I  think  you  said  something  to  that  effect.  You  left,  I 
eve,  about  the  first  of  April,  and  it  was  some  days  before  that 
t  we  had  this  consultation. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  or  not  I  delayed  my  departure 
&y  or  two  in  order  to  have  this  thing  settled  ? 
Lnswer.  I  know  you  said  you  wanted  to  leave  funds  in  the  hands 
four  chief  clerk  to  enable  him  to  purchase  books  during  your 
ence. 

(uestion.  Was  our  conclusion  that  the  law  did  not  restrict  me  to 
$20,000  of  my  bond,  and  therefore  the  requisition  was  drawn  for 
,000? 

Lnswer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  draw  up  that  requisition  ? 
Lnswer.  I  did  draw  one,  and  my  impression  is  that  it  was  the  one 
$50,000,  and  that  I  quoted  the  whole  item  of  the  law,  covering 
a  the  indemnity  and  the  library  clauses. 


494  ACCOUNTS  OF  WILLLLM  CULLOM. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  In  drawing  up  your  requisitions,  do  you  usually  set  forth 
in  the  body  of  the  requisition  the  special  purpose  to  which  yea  wish 
to  apply  it,  and  the  fund  upon  which  you  draw  the  requisition  ? 

Answer.  We  set  forth  the  fund  from  which  we  propose  to  draw  the 
money,  and  if  the  appropriation  is  contained  in  a  separate  clause  of 
any  act,  we  quote  the  whole  clause. 

Question.  Upon  that  requisition  do  you  get  the  money  which  is 
charged  at  the  treasury  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  do  you  present  the  vouchers  when  the  account  is 
settled  to  show  what  has  been  done  with  the  money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Cullom  : 
Question.  The  President  refused  to  sign  a  joint  resolution  on  the 
ground,  it  is  said,  that  the  words  "  in  the  year  1857"  were  interlined; 
was  that  resolution  enrolled  in  my  office,  or  was  the  enrollment  and 
interlineation  in  the  Senate  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  Senate  resolution,  which  the  House  passed  with 
an  amendment,  and  it  was  enrolled  in  the  Senate. 

DANIEL  BUCK. 

April  5, 1858. 
E.  A.  Acton  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud :  is 

Question,  Where  is  your  place  of  residence?  ^ 

Answer.  In  Salem,  New  tfersey.  J 

Question.  Were  you  an  employ^  under  the  late  Clerk  of  the  House    f 
of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  What  position  did  you  hold  under  him  ? 

Answer.  That  of  assistant  clerk,  in  charge  of  the  newspaper  desk. 

Question.  Did  you  obtain  leave  of  absence  at  any  time  daring  yoar 
stay  in  office  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  What  were  the  circumstances  attending  your  leave  of 
absence  ? 

Answer.  It  may  be  well  for  me  to  go  back  a  little  in  my  statement 
There  was,  at  one  time,  an  acceptance  of  a  resignation  which  Mr. 
Cullom  thought  I  sent  him.  I  wished  to  go  to  Philadelphia  upon  soma 
business,  and  he  did  not  wish  me  to  go.  I  went  on  Saturday  afte^ 
noon  after  office  hours,  and  returned  here  on  the  following  Monday  I 
morning,  at  6  o'clock.  |g 

By  Mr.  Cullom :  h 

Question.  Was  not  your  business  to  attend  a  political  meeting  ib    ' 
Philadelphia?  J^ 

Answer.  No,  sir;  Mr.  Clawson  wished  me  to  go  to  Philadelphia  and  ' 
transact  some  business  for  him.     It  must  be  evident  that  I  could  not 
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lave  gone  there  to  attend  a  political  meeting,  when  I  left  here  at  half 
)a8t  4  o'clock  on  Saturday  afternoon,  and  did  not  reach  Philadelphia 
mtil  ahout  12  o'clock  that  night;  and  I  left  Philadelphia  at  11  o'clock 
)n  Sunday  night  and  reached  here  at  6  o'clock  on  Monday  morning. 
iTThen  I  left  here  I  left  a  note  on  Mr.  CuUom's  table,  stating  that  I 
elt  very  anxious  to  go,  and  that  if  he  was  unwilling  for  me  to  go,  he 
night  consider  that  as  my  resignation.  On  my  return  I  found  a  note 
m  my  table  from  Mr.  CuUom,  accepting  my  resignation.  On  the 
'oUowing  Tuesday,  I  think  it  was,  Mr.  Cullom  ccSled  me  into  his 
room  and  asked  me  if  I  desired  to  be  reinstated.  I  said  that  if  he 
X)uld  do  so  without  sacrificing  any  principle,  or  doing  violence  to  any 
3f  his  feelings,  I  should  like  to  be  reinstated,  but  not  otherwise.  He 
said  that  he  had  pursued  the  course  that  he  had  with  me  in  obedience 
to  principle,  and  should  have  served  his  own  son  in  the  same  way,  and 
RTould  not  reinstate  him  either.  But,  said  he,  your  friends  are  worried 
ibout  it,  and  I  desire  you  to  be  reinstated,  and  I  will  reinstate  you, 
ftnd  you  can  tell  Mr.  Clawson  that  he  need  not  worry  himself  any 
more  about  it.  '  But  I  will  reinstate  you  upon  this  condition,  that  you 
Sire  to  serve  under  me  to  the  end  of  this  session  and  no  longer.  At  the 
snd  of  that  session,  one  day,  Mr.  Cullom  called  me  out  into  the  passage 
leading  to  the  library  and  said  that  according  to  the  terms  of  the 
iigreement  my  time  had  expired.  But,  said  he,  you  can  go  home  and 
participate  in  the  canvass,  as  you  desire  to  do,  and  you  can  consider 
fourself  discharged  during  the  recess,  as  others  will  do,  and  at  the 
and  of  the  recess  you  can  return  and  commence  your  duties  again.  A 
iay  or  two  after  that  Mr.  Cullom,  who  was  about  leaving  Washing- 
ton, had  been  in  his  office  with  some  of  his  land  clerks,  and  we  went 
lown  to  his  room  in  his  boarding-house.  While  we  were  there  pres- 
ent, he  said  to  those  of  the  land  office  clerks  whom  he  proposed  to 
•Uspend  during  the  recess  that  he  would  leave  their  names  on  the 
pay-roll,  and  would  hold  their  checks  until  their  return,  when  they 
^uld  transfer  them  back  to  him,  if  that  suited  them  ;  if  they  would 
^ot  do  that,  then  he  would  pursue  the  other  course.  He  said  that  it 
^as  necessary  for  him  to  do  that  because  he  had  had  so  many  applica- 
^ons  for  appointments  that  he  could  not  fill  them  all ;  that  he  had 
iiade  promises  which  he  was  bound  to  fulfill,  and  this  was  the  only 
^urse  he  could  pursue  to  do  so  ;  and  that  he  intended  to  put  other 
Arsons  in  our  places  while  we  were  at  home.  The  other  clerks  ex- 
^I'eased  themselves  satisfied,  and  shortly  after  left  the  room.  I  re- 
tained behind,  and  while  I  was  assisting  Mr.  Cnllom  in  packing  his 
•^nk,  he  turned  to  me  and  said  **  Recollect,  Acton,  the  arrangement 
^th  these  gentlemen  does  tfot  apply  to  you."  He  told  me  I  could 
IH  my  money  of  Mr.  Ingram  at  any  time,  but  he  wanted  me  to  return 
^  the  22d  of  November  to  open  my  books.  I  did  return  at  that  time, 
^d  was  here  a  week  or  more,  when  Mr.  Ingram  came  to  me,  on  the 
^lidaj  week  following  the  22d^  and  said  that  he  had  been  instructed 
^y  Mr.  Cullom  to  ask  me  to  sign  the  pay-roll  and  transfer  my  checks, 
phese  checks,  I  suppose,  had  been  made  out  at  the  end  of  each  month. 
^  ^ked  Mr.  Ingram  why  this  was  required,  and  he  said  that  he  did 
^  know.  I  said  that  I  would  see  Mr.  Cullom  about  it  and  get  an 
^planation  of  it.  1  did  not  find  him  at  that  time,  but  the  next  morn- 


496  ACCOUNTS  OF  WILLIAM. CULLOM« 

ingi  while  I  was  engaged  at  my  desk  making  out  the  orders  for  news- 
papers for  Mr.  Leiter,  Mr.  Bernhisel,  and  two  others, — Mr.  Cumback 
was  one,  I  think — Mr.  CuUom  came  into  the  room  and  came  ap  to  my 
desk  and  asked  why  I  had  wanted  to  see  him.  I  said  that  it  was  aboat 
signing  the  pay-roll  and  transferring  the  checks.  He  said  "  Yon  need 
not  wait  to  see  me  about  that ;  you  will  do  it  at  once ;  I  will  have  no 
delay  ;  recollect,  I  will  have  no  delay."  I  finished  my  orders  for  the 
newspapers  and  sent  them  off,  and  then  went  into  his  room  to  talk 
further  with  him  in  relation  to  the  matter.  I  see  that  you  have  a 
newspaper  here  which,  from  its  appearance,  I  judge  to  be  one  in  which 
I  published  a  statement  in  regard  to  this  matter.  That  statement  I 
am  willing  to  swear  to,  if  the  committee  desire. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  Will  you  state,  as  far  as  you  can  recollect^  what  passed 
between  you  and  Mr.  CuUom  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  When  I  went  into  the  office  Mr.  Cnllom  went  to  the  door 
and  fastened  it,  and  then  turned  to  me  and  said :  I  suppose  you  came 
in  to  see  me  about  this  matter,  but  there  is  no  use  in  talking  about  it; 
by  God,  you  will  do  as  I  have  told  you,  or  I  will  discharge  you  this  very 
day.     I  referred  to  what  he  had  said  to  me  in  his  room  before  I  had 
left,  and  that  it  did  not  seem  to  me  to  be  to  that  effect.     He  said; 
Well,  well,  since  there  is  a  misunderstanding  about  it  you  can  take 
your  own  choice  of  two  propositions  ;  you  can  sign  the  pay-roll  and 
transfer  the  checks,  and  stay  with  me  till  the  end  of  my  term— or  the 
end  of  Congress,  I  do  not  recollect  which — or  you  can  sign  the  pay-roll 
and  take  the  money  yourself,  and  I  will  pay  out  of  my  own  pocket 
the  one  I  employed  in  your  place,  and  we  will  quit  as  we  commenced. 
He  said  he  thought  that  would  be  the  better  course,  as  it  would  pre- 
vent future  misunderstandings,  and  referred  to  the  fact  that  I  had  had 
a  misunderstanding  with  him  once  before     I  said  I  would  do  as  be 
directed.     He  said  he  would  not  direct  or  advise  me,  but  I  could  take 
my  choice,  and  pursue  either  course  I  chose.     He  spoke  about  the 
extra  compensation  I  had  received,  and  to  which  he  said  I  had  do 
right,  and  said  that  I  ought  to  have  returned  it  to  him  before  then. 
I  told  him  that  I  had  allowed  my  salary  during  the  recess  to  remain 
without  attempting  to  draw  it,  and  had  supposed  that  the  extra  com- 
pensation could  be  deducted  from  that.     He  said :  No,  the  extra  com- 
pensation is  still  to  be  refunded.     He  said  he  wanted  me  to  make  my  ^ 
choice  soon,  and  I  said  I  would  make  it  soon.     I  went  out  and  coo*  ) 
suited  with  one  or  two  of  my  friends,  and  then  came  back  and  went  ,^ 
to  the  desk  of  Mr.  Ingram  and  told  him  my  decision.     He  said  h« .!. 
would  see  Mr.  CuUom  about  it  and  went  out,  and  I  suppose  did  see 
him.     He  came  back  and  said  that  Mr.  Cullom  had  instructed  him  to 
take  my  extra  compensation,  which  had  been  paid  me,  out  of  the  $450, 
the  amount  of  my  salary  while  I  was  absent,  and  pay  me  the  rest,  and 
take  my  receipt  lor  everything.     Mr.  Cullom  came  to  the  desk  while 
we  were  there  and  asked  if  we  had  settled.     1  said  we  were  doing  i» 
then.     He  said,  take  the  $300  (the  amount  of  the  extra  compensation) 
out  of  the  other,  and  take  his  receipt  for  $450,  and  give  him  the  bw* 
ance,    I  felt  that  I  did  not  know  what  bearing  my  signing  the  pn/' 
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would  have  then,  and  receipt  for  everything.  I  desired  to  consult 
b  my  friends,  who  were  not  in  Washington  at  that  time,  and  made 
my  mind  to  request  a  delay  until  the  Monday  morning  following — 
^as  then  Saturday — which  I  had  no  doubt  would  be  granted.  I 
1  Mr.  CuUom  that  I  did  not  wish  to  sign  anything  until  Monday 
-ning,  as  I  wished  to  sign  understandingly.  He  said  he  did  not 
w  why  I  hesitated ;  that  he  did  not  think  I  should  refuse  to  refund 
I  the  extra  compensation,  although  he  did  not  think  the  depart- 
it  would  hold  him  responsible  for  it  if  I  did  retain  it.  I  said  that 
t  was  my  impression  ;  but  if  he  was  responsible  in  any  way  I  did 
wish  to  keep  the  money;  but  if  he  was  not  responsible  I  did  not 
it  to  refund  it.  Upon  that  he  turned  upon  me  and  called  me  a 
med  thief  and  a  damned  scoundrel,  and  reiterated  it,  and  said  that 
as  no  longer  in  his  employ  ;  and  afterwards  he  ordered  me  out  of 
office.  I  was  here  in  the  city  some  two  or  three  weeks  after  that^ 
I  some  effi)rte  were  made  by  some  of  my  friends  to  procure  a  settle- 
it  of  the  matter.  Mr.  Pennington  came  to  me  and  said  that  he 
I  authorized  to  say  that  I  would  receive  $90  if  I  would  sign  a  re- 
)t  in  full,  but  I  said  I  would  not  do  it.  He  did  not  say  who  had 
horized  him  to  make  that  statement. 

Question.  Was  there  any,  and  if  any,  how  much,  money  paid  you 
n  leaving  office  ? 
inswer.  None,  whatever. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  any  part  of  the  pay  for  the  three  months 
were  away  ? 
Luswer.  No,  sir  ;  I  have  not  received  any  to  this  day. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 
(uestion.  Did  you  receipt  for  any  ? 

inswer.  I  did  receipt  for  one  month  of  that  pay,  I  believe.     I  wish 
letscribe  the  custom  of  the  office  as  near  as  I  can  recollect  it.     It 
customary,  at  the  end  of  the  first  month  in  each  quarter,  to  sign 
pay-roll  for  the  whole  of  the  quarter's  or  three  months'  pay. 
I  fiscal  year  commences  on  the  first  day  of  July,  and  on  the  last 
of  July  we  receipted  for  three  months'  pay — the  first  three  months 
be  fiscal  year.   Upon  reflection,  I  think  we  did  not  receive  our  pay 
Tuly  of  that  year.     But  when  we  came  to  go  home,  at  the  end  of 
yust,  I  received  my  two  months'  pay  and  the  extra  compensation, 
then  signed  the  pay-roll  for  the  full  term.     Whether  that  pay- 
was  the  one  returned  to  the  treasury,  or  whether  a  new  one  was 
le  out  and  returned,  I  do  not  know, 
luestion.  What  do  you  mean  by  **the  full  term?" 
Luswer.  The  first  quarter  of  the  fiscal  year  ;  the  months  of  July, 
;ust,  and  September. 
By  Mr.  Curry  : 

Question.  When  did  you  leave  Washington  ? 

Lnswer.  It  was  near  the  end  of  August ;  a  few  days  before  the  ad- 
rnment  of  the  extra  session  of  Congress,  which  had  been  then  called, 
len  1  returned  to  Washington  my  name  was  still  upon  the  pay-roll, 
ich  was  presented  to  me  for  ray  signature,  with  the  demand  that  I 
uld  transfer  my  checks.  I  do  not  wish  the  committee  to  misunder-. 
H.  Rep.  Com.  188 32 
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stand  me  in  relation  to  this  matter.  I  swear  distinctly  that  I  signed 
the  pay-roll  for  three  months,  according  to  the  practice  of  the  office. 
It  may  have  been  that  a  new  pay-roll  was  made  out  afterwards,  or 
something  of  that  kind,  and  tnat  new  pay-roll  w€w  returned  to  the 
Treasury  Department.  I  think  Mr.  Ingram  will  corroborate  my  state- 
ment as  to  the  practice  of  the  office,  as  he  had  charge  of  this  matter 
at  this  time. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  you  not  leave  before  the  end  of  August? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  not  paid  up  to  the  end  of  August? 

Answer.  I  was;  but  I  had  leave  of  absence  to  go  away  at  the  time 
I  left. 

Question.  Did  I  pay  you  $360  extra  compensation  at  the  time  you 
went  away  that  summer  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  already  stated  that. 

Question.  Had  I  not  been  negotiating  with  you,  during  your  absence, 
to  get  that  money  back,  as  per  agreement  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  I  have  in  my  possession  several 
letters  from  you  asking  time  to  pay  it  in  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  recollect  that  I  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Ingrain 
stating  that  there  was  a  difficulty  at  the  Treasury  Department  aBbut 
the  extra  compensation,  and  that  I  was  expected  to  refund  the  money 
if  it  was  necessary;  I  wrote  back  that  I  would  let  my  salary  lie  during 
the  recess,  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  extra  compensation  deducted 
from  it,  if  that  would  answer  the  purpose;  Mi^.  Ingram  wrote  back 
that  he  did  not  think  it  would  answer,  and  that  as  soon  as  the  matter 
was  decided  by  the  Treasury  Department  I  would  be  expected  to  re- 
fund it;  I  am  certain  that  I  have  some  of  Mr.  Ingram's  letters,  though 
not  here,  which  will  show  the  correctness  of  my  statement. 

Question.  Did  you  not  write  back  to  me,  or  to  Mr.  Ingram  for  me, 
requesting  indulgence  in  the  matter,  stating  that  you  had  in?e8ted 
your  money,  and  that  you  would  raise  it  soon  and  refund  it? 

Answer.  I  may  have  written  something  to  that  effect,  if  you  were 
unwilling  to  allow  me  to  take  the  salary  during  my  absence  for  that 
purpose. 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  by  your  salary  ? 

Answer.  I  mean  that  I  consideied  myself  in  office  during  the  recess,  i 
by  the  very  terms  you  addressed  to  me,  that  you  were  not  to  apply  the  p 
terms  of  the  agreement  with  the  other  clerks  to  me;  Mr.  Ingram  cam*  ' 
to  me,  stating  that  it  was  by  your  instruction,  asking  me  to  sign  the 
pay-roll,  and  transfer  the  checks  drawn  off  for  me. 

Question.  How  could  the  checks  be  deposited  in  your  absence,  when 
you  were  not  here  to  receipt  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know;  I  know  they  were  there,  for  1  saw  them;  ^ 
they  were  drawn  to  my  order,  and  were  signed  by  you,  I  think. 

Question,  How  could  that  be,  when  you  were  not  here  to  sign  the  ^ 
pay-roll? 

Answer.  It  was  done  with  the  others  whose  names  were  upon  the  ^ 
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pay-roll,  and  who  had  been  absent ;  when  the  request  was  made  of  them 
to  sign  the  pay-roll  and  transfer  the  checks,  they  did  so. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Were  these  checks  presented  with  the  pay-roll  ? 
Answer.  They  were. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  you  ever  refund  me  the  |360? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  did  not;  I  believe  the  Treasury  Department 
passed  it  afterwards,  so  that  all  the  clerks  got  it. 

Question.  Did  you  not,  at  the  time  of  this  difficulty  with  me  to 
which  you,  have  referred,  say  that  you  wanted  to  take  legal  advice  as 
to  whether  I  could  hold  you  responsible  for  the  money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  though  I  heard  it  from  twenty  different  quarters; 
I  heard  the  next  day  that  it  was  said  I  had  said  so;  I  swear  I  never 
said  anything  about  legal  advice;  I  said  I  wanted  a  little  advice,  not 
legal  advice. 

Question.  You  wanted  advice  as  to  whether  I  could  recover  a  volun- 
tary advance  to  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  but  as  to  whether  you  were  to  be  held  responsible 
by  the  department. 

Quettion.  You  say  that  I  applied  some  strong  epithets  to  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Now  I  ask  you  if  you  had  not  gone  to  members  and  col- 
lected newspaper  money  and  kept  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  collect  and  keep  the  newspaper  money  of 
Mr.  Bobbins,  of  your  State  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  collect  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  go  to  him  and  tell  him  that  there  were  some 
funds  that  you  could  get  for  him,  and  did  you  not  get  them  and  keep 
them? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  . 

Question.  Did  you  in  the  case  of  other  persons  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  spoke  of  this  leave  of  absence  at  one  time;  did  you 
not  state  distinctly  to  me  that  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  attending  a 
republican  meeting  in  New  Jersey  that  you  wanted  to  go  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  not  repeatedly  asked  leave  of  absence  of  me 
before  that  to  go  and  see  your  family,  and  then  go  on  to  New  York 
and  frolic,  and  not  go  to  see  your  family  at  all  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  often  had  you  been  absent  before  ? 

Answer.  Three  or  four  times. 

Question.  Do  you  pretend  to  say  to  this  committee  that  you  did  not 
go  to  New  York  when  you  obtained  these  leaves  of  absence,  and  not 
see  your  family  ? 
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Answer.  I  do,  most  positively;  I  would  ask  this  committee  if  they 
consider  these  questions  as  relevant? 

Mr.  Curry. — I  was  about  to  raise  the  same  question. 

Mr.  Horton. — I  have  objected  to  these  things  so  often  that  I  am 
tired  of  doing  so. 

Mr.  Cullom. — I  will  not  press  them. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  say  that  you  proposed  to  General  Cullom,  through 
Mr.  Ingram,  that  this  extra  compensation  that  had  been  paid  to  you 
under  what  seemed  to  be  a  misapprehension,  should  be  deducted  from 
your  current  salary  ;  and  you  say  that  the  pay-roll  was  presented  to 
you  for  your  signature,  and  the  checks  for  your  endorsement.  Had 
this  not  been  done  previous  to  your  writing  to  Mr.  Ingram*  to  take  the 
extra  compensation  out  of  your  salary  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  it  was  afterwards.  Mr.  Ingram  wrote  to  me 
while  I  was  absent  at  home.  The  pay-roll  and  checks  were  presented 
to  me  after  my  return.  I  had  signed  a  pay-roll  for  the  first  quarter 
of  July,  August,  and  September,  before  I  left,  and  had  drawn  the 
money  up  to  the  end  of  August. 

With  regard  to  the  matter  to  which  Mr.  Cullom  has  referred,  about 
my  getting  money  from  Mr.  Robbins,  I  will  state  that  I  went  to  Mr. 
Bobbins  to  borrow  $50,  and  he  told  me  to  get  his  newspaper  account. 
He  signed  the  account  and  receipted  it,  and  I  gave  him  my  due  bill 
for  that  amount.  Mr.  Bobbins  is  near  by,  and  the  committee  can  csO 
him  if  they  wish. 

Question.  Have  you  paid  him  back  this  $50  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  him  $25  of  it ;  there  is  $25  not  paid  yet,  but  he 
holds  my  due  bill,  which  was  given  the  very  day  the  account  wa« 
drawn.  He  told  me  to  draw  his  newspaper  account  for  him.  He  re- 
ceipted and  transferred  the  account  to  me,  and  I  gave  him  my  due  bill 
for  it. 

Question.  How  were  you  engaged  while  you  were  away  ? 

Answer.  A  portion  of  the  time  I  was  on  the  stump  in  the  canTafti; 
I  but  the  greater  portion  of  the  time  I  was  at  home  with  my  family. 
*  By  Mr.  Horton  : 

Question.  In  whose  district  do  you  live  ? 
Answer.  In  Dr.  Clawson's  district. 

E.  A.  ACTON. 

April  8,  1868. 
Lewis  D.  Campbell  called  and  sworn.  \ 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress,  and  as  such 
member  did  you  occupy  the  position  of  chairman  of  the  Committe  of 
Ways  and  Means  ? 

Answer.  I  was  a  member  of  the  last  four  Congresses,  beginning  with 
the  thirty-first  Congress,  and  during  the  last  Congress,  after  its  organi- 
zation, I  acted  in  the  capacity  of  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means. 
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QoeBtion.  I  desire  to  submit  to  yoa  an  interrogatory  which  has  been 
handed  in  to  this  committee  by  Dr.  Robert  Mayo,  of  this  city.  It  is 
as  follows,  vis : 

**  Did  or  did  not  Mr.  CuUom  stat«  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  at  the  last  session,  when  you  were  its  chairman,  that  he  had 
expended  $50,000  in  the  purchase  of  books  under  the  resolution  of 
July  7,  1836,  and  ask  an  appropriation  of  that  sum  for  his  indemnity, 
without  presenting  any  evidence  to  substantiate  it ;  and  was  not  the 
amount  so  asked  for  inserted  in  an  appropriation  bill,  at  the  earnest 
instance  of  the  Hon.  Howell  Cobb,  then  a  member  of  the  committee, 
adducing  no  evidence  of  the  expenditure  having  actually  been  made?" 

You  will  please  answer  that  interrogatory. 

Answer.  Inorderthatmy  testimony  may  beintelligible.  Twill  begin  by 
saying  that  after  I  was  appointed  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  and  before  the  passage  of  the  recent  compensation  act,  the 
House  passed  an  order  to  provide  the  new  members  of  the  last  Congress 
with  the  books  that  were  usually  given  to  new  members,  and  directed 
the  Clerk  to  procure  those  books  for  that  purpose.  Subsequently  the 
bill,  which  I  believe  originated  in  the  Senate,  changing  the  compensa- 
tion of  members  of  Congress  was  brought  before  the  House  by  Mr. 
Orr,  of  South  Carolina,  I  think,  and  it  was  passed.  By  a  provision 
of  tliat  act  it  was  provided  that  the  books  which  had  been  usually 
supplied  to  members  should  be  cut  off.  Prior  to  the  passage  of  this 
compensation  act,  I  understood  that  the  Clerk  of  the  House  had  taken 
steps  to  make  contracts  for  furnishing  the  books,  in  pursuance  of  the 
order  of  the  House.  It  seemed  to  be  understood  by  many  members — 
and  perhaps  by  Mr.  Orr,  as  I  was  informed,  though  I  do  not  recollect 
of  having  had  any  conversation  with  him  upon  the  subject — that  the 
provision  of  the  compensation  act  in  regard  to  books  was  intended  to 
apply  only  to  the  future,  and  not  to  the  past  order  of  the  House.  Of 
course  it  became  the  duty  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to 
provide  appropriations  for  the  execution  of  the  laws  and  the  orders  of 
the  House.  My  recollection  is,  that  an  estimate  was  iurnished  by  the 
Clerk  in  writing,  perhaps  through  Mr.  Buck,  as  to  the  amount  which 
it  would  probably  take  to  purchase  these  books  under  that  order  of 
the  House.  The  matter  was  brought  before  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means.  It  was  contended  by  a  portion  of  the  committee  that  the 
grant  of  books  ought  not  to  be  furnished  after  the  passage  of  the 
compensation  act.  It  was  then  stated  thai;  the  Clerk,  in  carrying  out 
the  order  of  the  House,  hd  proceeded  to  make  contracts,  &c.,  and 
that  at  all  events  it  would  operate  as  a  very  great  hardship  upon  him, 
in  the  execution  of  an  order  of  the  House,  that  he  should  be  left  with- 
out the  means  of  relief.  I  think  that  all  the  members  of  the  committee 
concurred  in  the  suggestion  that  full  and  adequate  means  ought  to  be 
provided  to  reimburse  and  make  whole  the  Clerk  in  the  premises. 
With  a  view  to  ascertain  the  facts,  Mr.  Cobb,  I  think,  and  perhaps 
Mr.  Henry  Winter  Davis,  (I  recollect  that  they  two  were  particularly 
opposed  to  furnishing  these  books,)  suggested,  and  I  think  it  was 
agreed  to  without  any  member  dissenting,  that  General  Cullom  should 
be  invited  to  come  into  the  committee  room  and  give  such  intbrmation 
as  would  enable  us  to  accomplish  the  purpose  of  relieving  him  and 
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making  him  whole.     He  came  down,  on  invitation,  and  we  had  a  very 
frank  conversation  in  regard  to  the  matter.     He  was  some  time  with 
us ;  various  questions  were  put  to  him  hy  various  members  of  the 
committee.     It  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  say  precisely  what  every 
member  of  the  committee  said.     General  CuUom  was  but  one  of  per- 
haps many  hundreds  of  people  whom  I  had  to  confer  with,  verbally  or 
in  writing,  as  chairman  of  that  committee,  and  I  can,  therefore,  only 
give,  from  a  feeble  memory,  the  substance  of  what  was  said  that 
morning.     General  CuUom  said  that  he  had  in  good  faith,  being 
advised  by  prominent  members  of  the  House  that  it  was  his  duty  to 
execute  its  order,  proceeded  to  employ  an  agent,  who  had  made  con- 
tracts to  supply  these  books ;  as  to  the  extent  of  these  oontracte,  or 
what  might  be  required  to  reimburse  him,  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  tell,  for  the  contracts  were  outstanding,  and  the  extent  to  which 
his  agent  had  gone  in  regard  to  the  matter  was  uncertain.    But  I 
think  he  mentioned  the  sum  of  |30,000  as  what  he  supposed  would 
probably  make  him  whole.     Mr.  CJobb  then  remarked — without  press- 
ing the  matter  very  strongly,  I  think — well,  Mr.  Chairman,  (or  per- 
haps he  addressed  himself  to  Mr.  Cullom,)  we  better  perhaps  insert 
|50,000,  so  as  to  make  the  appropriation  ample  ;  if  that  much  is  not 
necessary  to  reimburse  Mr.  Cullom,  of  course  it  will  not  have  to  be 
expended,  but  the  balance  will  revert  to  the  surplus  fund.     To  this 
we  all  agreed.     I  was  in  favor  of  making  the  appropriation  for  the 
books.     I  believed  the  order  of  the  House  was  binding  upon  the  Clerk, 
and  that  the  compensation  act  was  not  intended  to  affect  previoos 
orders  for  books.     That  was  my  construction  of  the  act.     I  conferred 
with  others.     I  do  not  know  as  I  expressed  myself  in  committee, 
because  it  did  not  become  necessary  for  me  to  do  so.     As  chairman,  I 
did  not  vote,  except  when  there  was  a  tie.     I  think  no  one  of  the 
committee  objected  to  the  suggestion  of  Mr.   Cobb.     The  general 
sentiment  seemed  to  be  this:  that  an  appropriation  ought  to  be  made 
sufficiently  large  to  reimburse  and  make  whole  the  Clerk.     And  con- 
sequently the  sum  of  $50,000  for  that  purpose  was  inserted,  upon  the 
suggestion  of  Mr.  Cobb,  I  think,  and  perhaps  of  Henry  Winter  Daru; 
and  it  was  concurred  in,  according  to  my  recollection,  by  the  entire 
committee.     I  do  not  think  there  was  any  particular  objection  made 
to  it  in  the  House.     I  think  I  have  substantially  answered  the 
interrogatory  put  to  me. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  The  interrogatory  implies  that  General  Cullom  stated  to 
the  committee  that  he  had  expended  so  much  money;  was  that  so? 

Answer.  He  stated  that  his  agent  had  entered  into  contracts  for 
which  he  felt  bound,  but  the  amount  of  which  he  could  not  tell. 

By  Mr.  Kicaud : 

Question.  Did  General  Cullom  state  any  amount  of  money  that  he 
had  expended  ? 

^  Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  said  he  had  actually  expended  any  par- 
ticular amount.  He  might  have  said  that  he  had  advanced  something. 
I  think  there  was  something  said  about  his  having  advanced  some 
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means,  perhapa  to  his  agent  or  agents,  with  a  view  to  carry  into  effect 
the  order  of  the  House.  General  Cullom  did  not  seem,  as  I  think  he 
stated  at  the  time,  to  have  the  means  of  giving  the  precise  information 
that  the  committee  appeared  to  desire ;  and  he  gave  as  a  reason  that 
his  agent  had  heen  out,  and  perhaps  was  still  out  upon  this  business, 
and  he  could  not,  therefore,  tell  the  extent  of  the  contracts  which  had 
been  made,  or  the  amount  of  the  expenses  which  his  agent  had  incurred. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  you  say  that  Mr.  Cobb  supposed  that  |50,000  would 
be  amply  sufficient,  and  that  the  balance  that  should  not  be  needed 
for  that  purpose  would  be  advanced  to  the  surplus  fund  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  Greneral  Cullom  stated  that  $30,000,  or  per- 
haps it  was  $35,000,  would  be  sufficient.  Mr.  Cobb,  who  was  opposed 
to  the  whole  book  appropriation,  but  was  desirous  of  reimbursing  the 
Clerk  and  making  him  whole,  suggested  that  an  appropriation  of 
$50,000  would  be  amply  sufficient.  I  think  he  put  it  first  in  the  form 
of  an  interrogatory  to  General  Collom :  General,  do  you  think  that 
$50,000  would  sufficiently  cover  your  liabilities  and  make  you  whole? 
The  General  said,  yes.  He  spoke  very  positively  about  i.t ;  thought 
that  it  was  ample.  Mr.  Cobb  then  proposed  that  the  sum  of  $50,000 
be  inserted,  saying  that  it  would  not  be  expended  unless  that  amount 
was  found  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  reimbursing  General  Cullom/ 

Question,  Then  it  was  not  intended  to  appropriate  that  sum  in  solido 
to  the  Clerk,  but  merely  to  appropriate  that  sum,  to  be  used  by  the 
Treasury  Department  in  settling  with  him. 

Answer.  I  understood  it  as  I  understood  all  other  appropriations 
proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  They  are  predicated 
upon  estimates,  and  the  best  information  we  can  get  as  to  the  amount 
necessary  to  <yrry  out  the  laws  of  Congress,  &c.  If  the  amount  ap- 
propriated overruns  the  necessity,  of  course  the  balance  goes  to  the 
surplus  fund  ;  if  it  falls  short,  then  it  comes  up  the  following  session 
in  the  form  of  a  deficiency.  I  think  that  idea  was  entertained  by 
every  member  of  the  committee,  without  the  suggestion  from  Mr. 
Cobb.  My  impression  is,  that  when  he  suggested  the  sum  of  $50,000, 
he  added  that  if  that  sum  was  too  much,  more  than  was  necessary,  the 
balance  would  revert  to  the  surplus  fund.  There  was  a  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  committee  to  relieve  General  Cullom  from  his  liabilities  in 
this  respect,  and  make  sufficient  and  ample  appropriation  to  effect  that 
object.  According  to  my  recollection,  there  was  no  objection  made  by 
any  member  of  the  committee. 

Question.  Do  you,  as  a  member  of  the  House  of  Kepresentatives,  as 
a  member  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  or  as  a  private  indi- 
vidual, in  your  private  confidential  relations  with  Mr.  Cullom,  know 
of  anything  that  would  tend  to  show  any  malfeasance,  misfeasance, 
corruption,  or  dereliction  of  duty  upon  his  part  as  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Representatives? 

Answer.  I  can  say  that  since  General  Cullom  first  came  here  as  a 
member  of  Congress,  and  particularly  during  his  term  of  service  as 
Clerk  of  the  House,  no  person,  in  my  judgment,  was  more  intimate 
with  him  than  I  was.     Whilst  1  was  chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
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Ways  and  Means  I  do  not  think  I  had  any  conversation  with  him  in 
regard  to  anything  from  which  he  expected  to  make  any  money,  as 
Clerk,  beyond  what  the  law  allowed  him ;  and  he  never  suggested 
to  me,  publicly  or  privately,  directly  or  indirectly,  anything  which 
would  create  in  my  mind  a  suspicion  that  he  intended  in  any  way  to 
defraud  the  government. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  When  you  say  **  beyond  what  the  law  allowed  him,"  do 
you  mean  his  salary  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  is  what  I  mean.  I  say  he  never  made  any 
suggestion  to  me  that  I  remember,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  have  any 
measure  carried,  any  appropriation  made,  any  order  for  books,  or 
anything  else  passed  that  was  to  enure  improperly  to  his  t>enefit.  In 
regard  to  this  book  matter,  I  do  not  recollect  of  our  ever  having  had 
any  conversation  concerning  it,  unless  it  was  about  the  time  that,  as 
chairman  of  the  committee,  I  wanted  the  estimates.  As  chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  I  perhaps  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Clerk's  office  for  the  estimates,  the  reply  to  which,  I  think,  was  brought 
to  me  by  Mr.  Buck,  one  of  his  assistant  clerks.  I  can  say,  in  general 
terms,  that  I  never  discovered  anything  in  the  conduct  of  General 
CuUom,  or  in  his  coversation  with  me — and  we  were  together  a  great 
deal  in  our  leisure  hours — that  created  any  suspicion  in  my  mind  that 
he  was  disposed  to  do  anything  improper  in  his  connexion  with  the 
government. 

LEWIS  D.  CAMPBELL. 

April  12, 1858. 
Thomas  L.  Cungman  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  present  Congress? 

Answer.  •  I  am. 

Question.  You  understand  the  object  and  purpose  for  which  this 
committee  was  organized.  Have  you  any  facts  within  your  knowledge 
that  show,  or  tend  to  show,  any  malfeasance,  misfeasance,  dereliction 
of  duty,  or  corruption,  on  the  part  of  General  Cullom,  as  late  Clerk? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing,  or  next  to  nothing.  I  will  state  briefly 
what  led  me  to  make  the  remarks  I  did  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. Two  years  ago  I  noticed  that  the  stationery  then  furnished  to 
members  was  of  an  inferior  quality,  and  a  little  circumstance  of  this 
sort  excited  my  suspicion.  I  asked  for  a  box  of  pens  such  as  I  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  using  for  some  years,  and  the  price  of  which  I 
happened  to  know.  They  told  me  the  price  of  them,  which  was  much 
higher  than  I  had  been  in  the  habit  of  paying  for  them.  I  told  the 
assistant  postmaster,  I  think,  that  I  had  been  getting  them  for  14 
cents  a  box.     He  insisted  that  the  price  he  had  named  was  the  correct 

Erice.     I  told  him  I  would  not  take  the  pens  at  that  price,  as  I  could 
uy  them  for  much  less  in  the  city.     A  few  days  afterwards  he  came 
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to  me  and  told  me  that  he  had  seen  the  Clerk,  or  the  deputy  clerk, 
and  had  learned  that  the  price  of  the  pens  was  as  I  had  stated.  He 
then  furnished  me  with  a  box  at  the  price  I  had  before  given.  That 
circumstance  excited  my  suspicion.  The  stationery  was  inferior  to 
what  I  had  formerly  gotten  at  the  same  prices,  according  to  my  im- 
pression. That  also  excited  my  suspicion.  I  went  into  the  post  office 
at  the  commencement  of  this  session  and  asked  for  some  note  paper. 
I  was  shown  some  which  was  very  inferior.  I  asked  to  see  some  of 
their  best ;  the  one  in  charge  there  showed  me  that  which  he  said  was 
the  best,  but  it  was  so  very  much  inferior  that  I  told  him  I  would 
not  take  it.  In  reply  to  my  complaint  of  it  he  said  it  was  such  as 
had  been  furnished  by  contract  made  with  the  former  Clerk  of  the 
House.  I  know  nothing  of  the  matter  beyond  that.  I  then  went 
into  the  House  of  Representatives  and  said  what  I  did  about  it,  simply 
because  I  supposed  that  if  the  same  price  had  been  paid  for  that  sta- 
tionery as  had  formerly  been  given  there  must  have  been  some  very 
large  profits  made  by  somebody,  either  by  the  contractor  or  by  some 
one  else.  I  considered  the  paper  shown  me  as  worth  only  about  one- 
half  of  what  I  had  been  in  the  habit  of  getting  at  the  same  price. 
That  is  all  I  know  about  the  matter,  and  what  I  then  said  was  upon 
the  strength  of  what  I  now  state. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Was  that  in  the  stationery  room? 

Answer.  It  was  in  the  post  office  of  the  House.  I  did  not  go  into 
the  stationery  room  then.  I  think  it  was  with  Mr.  Cluskey  that  I 
spoke  about  the  paper.  Two  years  ago  I  talked  with  the  Postmaster 
or  his  assistant  about  the  pens,  and  my  suspicion  was  excited  from  the 
fact  that  he  was  very  positive  about  the  price  he  first  stated,  and  then 
afterwards  told  me  the  price  was  as  I  had  said. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  who  the  official  was  with  whom  you  had 
this  conversation  about  the  pens  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.     I' know  it  was  one  of  the  men  who  generally 

dealt  the  stationery  out  to  the  members  ;  and  I  should  not  have  thought 

80  much  of  that  matter  had  I  not  also  noticed  that  the  stationery  was 

of  an  inferior  kind.    On  one  occasion  before  that  I  asked  Mr.  Johnson, 

then  Postmaster,  how  he  could  let  me  have  knives  at  so  low  a  price  ? 

He  said  he  let  me  have  them  at  the  wholesale  price.     He  charged  me 

only  about  one-half  the  usual  price  at  which  they  were  sold  at  the 

atores.     That  was  some  years  ago.     Because  the  price  of  the  pens  was 

stated  to  me  positively  in  the  first  instance,  and  then  the  man  told  me 

afterwards  that  the  price  was  lower,  I  thought  there  was  some  ground 

for  suspicion  ;  and  when,  at  this  session,  I  went  in  and  was  told  what 

1  have  said  about  the  stationery,  I  felt  rather  dissatisfied,  and  offered 

t;he  resolution  in  the  House.     I  cannot  give  the  names  of  the  persons 

to  whom  I  then  spoke  about  the  matter. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Was  not  this  official  to  whom  you  applied  elected  by  the 
House,  as  I  was? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  Then  there  was  no  o£Scial  connexion  between  him  and 
me? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  complained  to  him,  and  asked  why  he  did  not 
get  better  stationery.  He  said  it  was  bought  by  the  Clerk  of  the  last 
Congress,  and  that  he  was  obliged  to  distribute  that  which  was  thus 
furnished.  I  think  I  remonstrated  with  Mr.  Cluskey  at  this  session. 
He  said  he  knew  it  was  inferior,  but  he  could  not  help  it,  as  it  was 
furnished  to  him  by  the  late  Clerk. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  fact  that  the  stationery,  of  which  you 
complained  two  years  ago,  was  furnished  by  my  predecessor  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  now  that  such  was  the  feet.  I  did  not  know  it 
then.  I  took  it  for  granted  that  each  Clerk  got  the  stationery  for  that 
Congress  of  which  he  was  Clerk.  I  know  the  stationery  two  years 
ago  was  inferior  to  what  I  had  been  in  the  habit  of  getting  previously ; 
at  least  I  did  not  think  well  of  it.  I  noticed  the  matter  of  the  pens 
then,  and  at  this  session  I  thought  the  stationery  was  still  worse.  I 
considered  the  note  paper  very  shabby,  indeed,  to  be  called  a  good 
article.  I  asked  for  the  best  article  they  had,  and  they  showed  me 
two  or  three  kinds,  which  they  said  was  the  best  they  had.  It  was  all 
very  inferior,  none  of  it  so  good  as  some  unruled  note  paper  I  see  on 
this  table  here.  I  may  say  this,  that  since  that  time,  within  a  very 
few  weeks,  I  have  gone  into  the  post  office  and  got  a  very  fair  article 
of  note  paper,  which  I  supposed  had  been  bought  since  the  com- 
mencement of  this  session.  I  §ot  a  much  better  article  than  any 
they  showed  me  before.  I  took  it  for  granted  that,  on  account  of  the 
complaints  made,  or  for  some  other  reason,  they  had  got  another 
supply. 

Question.  Have  you  not  been  in  the  habit  of  getting  little  or  no 
stationery,  but  taking  your  stationery  appropriation  in  money  ? 

Answer.  I  have  varied ;  sometimes  I  have  taken  nearly  all  my 
account  out  in  stationery  ;  at  one  time  I  overrun  my  account  a  little, 
and  came  out  in  debt.  For  the  last  year  or  two,  however,  I  have  been 
in  the  habit  of  buying  my  fine  stationery  at  Fisher's  or  Taylor's,  and 
drawing  my  stationery  account  in  money. 

Question.  Do  you  remember,  last  year,  of  giving  your  tailor  w 
order  on  your  stationery  account  ? 

Answer.  I  gave  some  one  an  order  on  it,  I  do  not  recollect  whom. 
I  found  that  I  could  get  better  articles  at  the  stores  generally  than  I 
could  here.     I  bought  fine  stationery  for  about  the  same  price  that  I 
could  get  common  letter  paper  here. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Is  not  this  question  about  good  or  b€ui  qualities  of  sta- 
tionery somewhat  a  matter  of  fancy  ? 

Answer.  No  doubt  many  men  would  be  satisfied  with  what  would 
not  suit  others.  Still,  there  is  a  difference  in  the  quality  and  usual 
selling  price  ;  and  hence,  if  inferior  articles  should  be  accepted  at  the 
price  of  good  ones,  members  would  lose,  and  profits  might  be  made 
by  those  concerned  in  lurnishing  them. 

T.  L.  CLINGMAN. 
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April  15,  1858. 
C.  Dknham  called  and  sworn/ 
By  Mr.  Carry  : 

Question.  What  is  your  residence  ? 

Answer.  Washington  city. 

Question.  What  is  your  occupation  ? 

Answer.  Bookbinding. 

Question.  Have  you  been  doing  that  work  for  yourself,  or  for  others, 
daring  the  last  year  or  iwo  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  pursuing  it,  as  the  practical  workman,  for  Mr. 
Williams,  the  contractor. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  terms  of  the  contract  between  Mr.  Wil- 
liams and  the  House  committee? 

Answer.  Only  by  hearsay;  not  from  any  actual  personal  knowledge. 
I  have  never  seen  the  articles  of  agreement,  but  I  have  always  under- 
stood it  to  have  been  a  joint  concern. 

Question.  Between  whom? 

Answer.  Between  Mr.  Williams,  the  contractor,  Mr.  Farnham,  Mr. 
Tretler,  and  myself. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Williams  paid  anything  in 
order  to  obtain  the  contract? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Williams  sub-let  the  contract  in  any  way,  or  did 
he  make  you,  Mr.  Farnham,  and  Mr.  Tretler,  partners  with  him 
in  it? 

Answer.  According  to  my  understanding  of  the  matter  it  was  in 
this  way:  Mr.  Williams  is  not  a  practical  binder,  and  was  then  a  man 
without  means.  He  made  an  arrangement  with  Mr.  Farnham,  as  a 
capitalist.  Mr.  Farnham  made  an  arrangement  with  Mr.  Tretler,  as 
a  practical  binder,  and  Mr.  Tretler  made  an  arrangement  with  me,  as 
a  practical  binder.  I  have  always  drawn  the  inference  that  it  was  a 
joint  concern.  I  considered  myself  a  partner  in  it,  but  I  have  never 
seen  any  articles  of  agreement  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Kicaud : 

Question.  Do-  you  say  you  were  a  partner,  and  did  not  know  the 
terms  of  your  partnership? 

Answer.  I  know  the  terms  thus  far,  although  I  have  never  seen  any 
articles  of  agreement :  Mr.  Tretler  came  to  me  and  stated  that  he 
was  to  get  half  the  profits  that  might  arise  with  him,  and  made  an 
arrangement  with  me  by  which  I  was  to  get  half  the  profits  he  received. 

Question.  Then  you  were  to  receive  one-fourth  of  the  profits? 

Answer.  I  so  understood  it.  There  never  were  any  articles  of  agree- 
ment between  Mr.  Farnham  and  Mr.  Tretler,  or  between  Mr.  Tretler 
and  myself,  so  far  as  I  knew. 

C.  DENHAM. 

John  C.  Kivbs  recalled. 
By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  You  handed  me  a  communication  some  time  since,  under 
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date  of  March  11,  1858,  in  which  you  stated  that  you  desired  to  make 
some  explanations  in  relation  to  your  testimony  given  previously.  Do 
you  desire  to  make  those  explanations  now  ? 

Answer.  I  will  certify  to  that  letter,  if  it  can  be  received  as  testi- 
mony.    It  is  all  true,  and  I  desire  to  make  no  change  in  it. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Do  you  wish  that  letter  received  as  a  part  of  your  testi- 
mony ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  My  main  object  was  to  get  Mr.  Cullom  to  bring 
forward  his  evidence  that  I  had  purchased  books.  I  thought  the 
point  before  the  committee  was  to  ascertain  whether  Mr.  Cullom  had 
bought  books.  As  to  myself,  I  do  not  think  I  ever  bought  any,  except 
as  I  have  stated. 

The  Chairman, — Your  communication  [marked  **  J.  C.  ±1."]  wil 
be  appended  to  your  testimony  of  to-day. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  I  find  in  the  report  of  the  late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, dated  December  7,  1857,  the  following  items,  viz : 

John  C.  Rives — six  sets  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix 

of  32d  Congress,  for  members  of  the  33d  Congress,  six 

volumes  each,  at  |5  per  volume $180  00 

Two  sets  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  from  volume 

16  to  31  inclusive,  for  members  of  the  33d  Congress,  16 

volumes  each,  at|5  per  volume 160  00 

When  were  those  books  furnished  ? 

Answer.  These  seem  to  have  been  broken  sets.  I  do  not  think  I  ever 
sold  any  in  that  way.  I  do  not  recollect  of  ever  having  sold  any  in 
that  way.  Perhaps  my  clerk  could  state  something  in  regard  to  them. 
I  have  never  asked  him  about  them. 

Question.  Do  you  say  you  never  sold  these  books? 

Answer.  I  am  pretty  confident  I  never  did.  I  have  no  reoollectioii 
of  having  done  so.  I  know  I  would  not  sell  broken  sets  in  that  way. 
And  there  are  volumes  in  these  sdts  I  would  not  sell.  If  I  knew  the 
dates  of  these  alleged  transactions  I  could  refer  to  my  books  to  ascer- 
tain about  the  matter.  My  impression  is,  that  I  never  furnished  a  set  | 
in  this  way  to  the  late  Clerk  or  to  any  other  person.  I  also  see  in  an  ; 
old  report  that  th^re  are  put  down  30  sets  of  the  Finance  Reports.  1 
do  not  recollect  anything  about  them;  but  they  may  have  been  supplied 
for  Mr.  Forney. 

Question.  Do  you  deal  much  in  wrapping  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  use  it  to  envelope  the  Daily  and  Congressional  Globe  to 
send  away.  I  purchased  some  Manilla  wrapping  paper  of  Megargee 
&  Co.,  in  Philadelphia,  yesterday. 

Question.  What  do  you  pay  for  that  kind  of  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  for  some  that  I  purchased  yesterday  $3  80  a  ream; 
but  the  paper  was  of  extraordinary  size — the  largest  I  ever  saw.  The 
manufacturers  of  whom  I  bought  that  furnished  me  some  samples  some 
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ree  or  four  monthfi  since;  some  weighing  22  and  some  25  pounds  to 

3  ream,  at  10  cents  per  pound. 

Question.  I  find  here  260  reams  of  Manilla  paper^  |1,365,  or  $5  25 

r  ream.     What  ought  such  paper  to  weigh  ? 

Answer.  At  ten  cents  a  pound,  it  should  weigh  52^  pounds  a  ream. 

Question.  Is  there  such  paper  in  market  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.     The  largest  I  ever  saw  was  that  I  bought 

sterday,  which  weighed  38  pounds  to  the  ream,  I  believe. 

JOHN  C.  RIVES. 

ctj.  c.  R— No.  39,409." 

Washinqton,  March  11,  1858. 

Sir  :  Your  clerk  and  reporter,  Mr.  Lord,  brought  to  me  yesterday 
J  testimony  before  your  committee,  given  last  Friday,  which  I  read 
er  hastily  and  signed  it.  I  found  that  I  had  been  reported  with 
markable  accuracy,  and,  therefore,  did  not  examine  it  very  closely, 
le  substance,  at  least,  of  all  I  testified,  is  in  the  report,  and  proba- 
y  better  than  I  could  have  written  it  myself. 

After  he  left  I  thought  that  some  additional  remarks  might  be 
icessary  to  enable  the  committee  to  understand  fully  all  my  answers 
its  and  Mr.  Cullom's  interrogatories. 

I  have  looked  over  my  books  since  I  was  before  the  committee,  and 
ey  confirm  all  I  said  relating  to  purchasing  full  sets  of  the  Con- 
essional  Globe  and  Appendix.  I  knew  that  I  had  never  purchased 
Bet,  and  from  my  books  it  appears  that  my  clerks  never  purchased  a 
Dgle  set  for  me.  Mr.  Cullom  said  that  his  books  show  that  I  did  in 
or  cases,  and  named  four  members  from  whom  I  had  purchased 
em,  namely,  Robert  A.  Thompson,  of  Virginia ;  W.  Sprague,  of 
entucky  ;  Volney  E.  Howard,  of  Texas  ;  and  Zedekiah  Kidwell,  of 
trginia.  The  latter  was  a  member  in  the  last  Congress  and  is  here 
^aently ;  I  think  I  saw  him  here  a  few  days  ago,  and  I  am  sure  if  he 
ire  examined  by  the  committee  he  would  recollect  all  about  his 
insaction.  None  of  the  others  have  been  in  Congress  for  many 
ars  past,  say  for  six  or  seven  years,  and,  therefore,  it  might  not  be 
»rth  while  to  examine  them,  though  I  would  desire  that  every  per- 
1  who  can  shed  the  least  light  on  the  subject  should  be  examined, 
Mr.  Cullom's  positive  assertion  might  throw  a  slight  shade  over 
f  testimony,  unless  he  is  required  to  produce  his  testimony,  both 
itten  and  oral. 

My  testimony  shows  that  I  permitted  some  members  to  settle  their 
x)unt8  with  me  for  speeches,  &c.,  with  the  current  volumes  of  the 
ngressional  Globe  and  Appendix  for  that  Congress ;  but  I  first 
jected  to  it,  and  then,  reluctantly,  permitted  my  clerks  to  allow 
;h  credits,  going  and  taking  the  books.  My  reasons  were,  that  I 
i  plenty  on  hand^  and  thought  it  to  be  the  duty  of  members  to  put 
»e  works  into  circulation;  that,  as  I  understood,  being  the  object 
Congress  in  taking  the  debates. 

[  forgot  to  say,  when  before  the  committee,  that  several  years  ago  I 
I  purchase,  or  agree  to  take,  from  a  senator  his  current  volumes  of 
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the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix.  He  wag  here  after  the  ses- 
sion closed,  and,  as  I  understood  him,  without  money,  and  he  en- 
treated me  to  give  him  the  money  for  the  volumes.  I  had  not  the 
money  to  spare  at  the  time,  and  I  gave  to  him  my  note  at  a  short  date, 
which  he  got  discounted  and  I  paid  it  at  maturity. 

Mr.  Cuflom  said  that  he  paid  me  the  money  for  the  House  subscrip- 
tion to  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix  for  the  long  session  of 
1855-'56  on  the  29th  August,  1856,  and  asked  me  if  I  then  had  them 
all  ready  for  the  binder.  I  answered  that  I  did  not  believe  I  had,  or 
words  to  that  effect.  I  am  now  sure  that  I  had  not,  and  never  had, 
so  soon  after  an  adjournment  of  Congress  ;  because  after  I  print  the 
sheets  I  have  to  wait  for  the  index,  the  list  of  appropriations,  and  the 
oflScial  copy  of  the  laws.  I  think  I  have  never  been  able  to  procure 
all  these  within  less  than  forty  days  after  an  adjournment  of  Con- 
gress. 

My  books  show  that  I  got  the  money  from  Mr.  CuUom  on  the  30th 
of  Augufift,  1856,  and  commenced  delivering  the  volumes  to  the  binder 
on  the  4th  of  October,  1856,  one  month  and  four  days  after  I  received 
the  money  from  the  Clerk,  and  delivered  them  as  fast  as  he  would 
take  them  away.  The  binders  have  not  room  for  one-fourth  of  the 
sheets  at  once,  and  I  have  always  accommodated  them  by  keeping  the 
sheets  in  Jackson*  Hall  until  they  are  ready  to  take  them  away.  At 
that  session  Mr.  Tretler,  the  Clerk's  binder,  had  not  taken  one-third 
of  the  sheets  away  when  the  next  session  commenced,  and  they  were  8 
good  deal  in  my  way.  I  do  not  recollect  that  any  binder  ever  asked 
for  the  sheets  before  they  were  ready  for  him. 

I  am  willing  to  appear  before  your  committee  and  swear  that  all  I 
have  written  in  this  letter  is  true. 
I  am,  very  respectfully, 

JOHN  C.  RIVES. 

Hon.  Horace  Matnard, 

Chairman  of  the  Sdect  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
conduct  of  William  CuUom^  late  Clerk  of  the  House  ofRt^ 
aentatives, 

P.  S.  I  consider  this  as  binding  on  me,  both  here  and  hereafter,  as 
if  I  had  appeared  before  you  and  sworn  to  it. 

J.  C.  B. 


April  19, 1858. 
Daniel  Buck  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  Will  you  examine  this  paper,  and  state  if  it  is  or  is  not 
filled  up  in  your  handwriting  ? 
[The  paper  is  as  follows,  viz : 
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**  Howe  of  liepresentatives  of  the  United  States  to  John  C.  Hives ^  Dr. 

"  For  six  sets  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix  for 
the  32d  Congress,  for  members  of  the  33d  Congress,  6  vol- 
umes each^  at  $5  per  vol $180  00 

"For  two  sets  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  from 
vol.  16  to  31,  inclusive,  for  members  of  the  33d  Congress, 
16  vols,  each,  at  |5  per  vol 160  00 

340  00 


"Correct.  DAN'L  BUCK. 

"July  9,  1857,  received  of  William  Cullom,  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States,  three  hundred  and  forty  dollars,  in 
fall  of  the  above  account. 

''JOHN  C.  EIVE8." 

Endorsement  on  the  back :  * 

*'  No.  2,446  ;  John  C.  Rives  ;  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix ; 
|340  :  No.  323  ;  allowed. 

''  B..  B.  THURSTON, 
^^ Chairman  Committee  on  Accounts.'*'} 

Answer.  This  paper  is  filled  up  in  my  handwriting. 
Question.  Whose  handwriting  is  the  signature  to  the  receipt  ? 
Answer.  The  handwriting  of  John  C.  Rives. 
Question.  Are  you  acquainted  with  his  handwriting,  and  with  his 
signature  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  have  often  seen  him  sign  his  name. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  How  came  you  to  fill  up  this  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  exactly  how  I  came  to  fill  it  up  ;  I  suppose 
it  was  because  Mr.  Rives  was  in  the  habit  of  bringing  his  accounts  and 
memorandum  to  me,  and  I  made  out  the  bills. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  Have  you  a  clerk  in  the  office  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Cullom  : 

Question.  Is  •Mr.  Rives  in  the  habit  of  getting  you  to  fill  up  his 
accounts  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  1  have  prepared  a  great  many  of  them. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 
Question.  Was  that  account  paid  by  you  ? 

Answer.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  paying  department ;  Mr. 
Ingram  was  the  paying  clerk. 
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By  Mr.  Curry  : 

Question.  Do  you  know  for  what  purpose  these  books  were  bought? 
Answer.  I  do  not ;  I  suppose  that  they  were  bought,  as  stated  in 
this  bill,  to  supply  members  of  the  33d  Congress. 
By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  I  do  not  think  you  understood  the  purport  of  my  question. 
It  was,  bow  it  came  that  you  filled  out  this  particular  bill  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Rives  is  in  the  habit  of  bringing  up  his  accounts 
/Altogether,  and  we  divide  them  up  according  to  the  appropriations ; 
for  some  years  past  I  have  been  in  tfee  habit  of  making  out  Mr.  Rives' 
accounts  ;  since  the  division  of  the  contingent  fund  we  have  to  keep 
some  22  or  more  accounts  ;  for  the  last  two  or  three  years  I  have  made 
out  all  Mr.  Rives'  reporting  accounts,  and  the  accounts  for  binding  the 
Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  and  other  documents. 

DAN'L  BUCK. 

May  6, 1858. 
William  Pettibonb  called  and  sworn. 
By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  What  is  your  occupation  ? 

Answer.  I  am  a  bookbinder. 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  I  live  on  Pennsylvania  avenue,  in  this  city. 

Question,  Have  you  been  engaged  in  doing  any  work  of  that  kind 
for  the  government  within  the  last  two  years,  or  for  any  person  who 
was  employed  by  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  have  done  work  for  the  State  and  Treasury  Departments. 

Question.  Who  made  the  contract  with  you  for  doing  it? 

Answer.  There  was  no  contract ;  the  work  was  given  to  me  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Marcyand 
Mr.  Guthrie. 

Question.  Have  you  been  doing  any  of  the  binding  let  out  by  Mr. 
Cullom,  or  under  his  authority  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  engaged  with  Mr.  Tretler,  in  any  manner,  in 
the  execution  of  his  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  engaged  with  him,  but  it  was  before  he  obtained 
t^at  contract. 

Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  manner  in  which  Tretler 
obtained  his  contract,  and  what  he  paid  for  it,  or  anything  in  con- 
nexion with  the  collection  of  the  money  ? 

Answer.  I  know  from  Mr.  Tretlers  own  statement  to  me. 

Question.  That  is  all  you  know  about  it  ?  * 

Answer.  That  is  all  I  kaow  about  it ;  I  know  it  as  well  as  I  know 
that  the  Kansas  bill  has  passed  ;  I  did  not  see  it  passed,  but  I  know; 
it  did  pass,  from  iu formation. 
By  Mr.  Maynard : 

Question.  You  know  it  only  from  information  from  Mr.  Tretler,  and^ 
you  believed  his  statement  reliable  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 
Qaestion.  Did  yoa  ever  have  any  transaction  in  relation  to  this 
matter,  yourself,  with  Mr.  Cullom,  or  any  of  his  clerks  ? 
Answer.  I  never  did. 

WM.  PETTIBONE. 

May  17,  1858. 
Hon.  Charles  Rradt  called  and  sworn. 

By  Mr.  Maynard : 
Question.  Will  you  state  whether  you  were  a  member  of  the  last 
Congress,  and  if  so,  from  what  State? 
Answer.  I  was  a  member  from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 
Question.  Was  that  your  first  term  as  a  member  of  Congress  ? 
Answer.  No,sir;  Iwasamemberofthe33dandofthe34th  Congresses  • 

By  Mr.  Maynard : 

Question.  Had  you  any  business  transaction  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
thirty-fourth  Congress? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  having  had  any  business  trans- 
action with  him.  The  only  business  transaction  I  had  with  his  office 
was  with  his  chief  clerk,  Mr.  Ingram.  That  was  a  very  small  matter 
in  reference  to  settlement  of  my  stationery  er  newspaper  account ;  one 
or  the  other,  perhaps  both. 

Question.  Had  you  ever  any  difficulty  in  conducting  that  settle- 
ment? 

Answer.  None  whatever.  There  was  some  little  delay  in  getting 
the  balance  due  on  one  of  the  accounts ;  I  believe  it  was  the  news- 
paper account ;  simply  because  of  the  late  hour  at  which  the  appro- 
priation was  made. 

Question.  Was  there  any  proposition  made  to  you  to  compound  the 
pay? 

Answer.  None  whatever.  A  check  was  sent  to  me  for  it  after  I 
went  home.  Nothing  occurred  in  that  transaction  which  was  not  fair 
and  proper. 

Question.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  the  Clerk,  or  were  you 
present  at  any  conversation  with  him  in  which  he  made  any  admis- 
sion as  to  the  business  of  his  office,  its  profits  or  emoluments  ? 

Answer.  The  only  conversation  I  remember  to  have  had  with  the 
Clerk  with  reference  to  the  business  of  his  office  or  its  emoluments 
was  some  few  days  before  the  adjournment  of  the  last  session  of  the 
last  Congress.  During  a  night  session  of  the  House  he  came  and  sat 
down  by  my  desk.  After  some  conversation  upon  difierent  subjects, 
I  asked  him  myself,  I  think,  what  his  office  would  yield  him.  I  had 
heard  something  said  about  the  profits  of  his  office.  He  stated,  in 
substance,  that  he  had  made  |30,000 ;  but  if  the  book  resolution 
should  pass,  his  office  would  be  worth,  he  thought,  |50,000.  I  give 
this  as  the  substance  of  the  conversation.  That  was  before  the  book 
resolution  passed.  At  that  or  some  other  time — though  my  impres. 
H.  Rep.  Com.  188 -33 
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sion  is  that  it  was  at  that  time — he  spoke  of  having  had  the  advan- 
tage,  on  account  of  his  position  here,  of  engaging  in  some  specula- 
tions and  making  some  investments  in  stocks  and  real  estate.  I  do 
not  very  distinctly  remember  what  was  said  upon  that  subject. 

Question.  Was  his  language  that  his  office  yielded  him  $30,000,  or 
that  he  had  made  $30,000. 

Answer.  Well,  the  idea  was  that  he  had  made  $30,000  in  conse- 
quence of  holding  the  office.     I  cannot  give  his  precise  language. 

Question.  Did  he  state  in  what  way  that  sum  had  been  made,  other 
than  as  you  have  stated  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not^  as  far  as  I  can  remember. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  he  state  that  if  the  book  resolution  should  pass  he 
would  be  able  to  make  $50,000  more? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  The  idea  I  gathered  from  what  he  said  was  that 
he  would  make  $50,000  in  all.  In  further  answer  to  a  former  ques- 
tion I  would  state  that  I  never  heard  Mr.  CuUom  have  any  conversa* 
tion  with  anybody  else  upon  the  subject,  so  far  as  I  remember. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  other  conversation  with  him  upon 
the  same  general  subject  ? 

Answer.  I  have  had  a  brief  conversation  with  him  during  tie 
present  session  of  Congress,  and  after  I  was  summoned  as  a  witness. 

Question.  Did  anything  occur  in  that  conversation  beyond  what 
you  have  already  stated. 

Answer.  Nothing,  except  that  he  explained,  perhaps,  more  fuUj 
than  he  did  before  that  which  was  the  subject  of  the  previous  conTe^ 
sation.  I  was  on  my  way  to  the  committee  room  to  testify  in  accord- 
ance with  a  summons  I  had  received,  and  accidently  fell  in  with 
General  CuUom.  He  walked  along  with  me,  and  I  mentioned  to  him 
that  I  had  been  summoned  as  a  witness,  and  was  going  up  to  testify; 
that  I  had  been  endeavoring  to  call  to  mind  anything  which  I  might 
know  bearing  upon  the  subject,  and  that  I  could  remember  nothing 
except  a  conversation  I  had  with  him  in  the  House  shortly  before  the 
final  adjournment  of  the  last  Congress.  I  referred  to  the  particulars, 
the  time  and  place,  as  I  have  substantially  stated  in  my  preTioQS 
testimony.  He  said  he  remembered  the  conversation.  I  told  him 
substantially  what  I  have  already  stated  as  the  substance  of  that  con- 
versation, and  he  then  stated  that  he  very  distinctly  remembered  say- 
ing to  me  that  he  had  made  large  investments  in  stocks  and  in  the 
purchase  of  real  estate — a  portion  of  it  in  this  city  and  a  portion 
of  it  elsewhere ;  that  it  was  from  those  investments  that  he  calculated 
his  profits,  but  that  a  portion  of  them  had  turned  out  badly  while  a 
portion  had  done  very  well ;  that,  on  the  whole,  he  had  made  a  hand- 
some sum  by  his  speculations  ;  that  he  was  enabled  to  enter  into  these 
speculations  from  the  position  he  occupied  here  as  Clerk.  He  also  said, 
in  reference  to  the  book  matter,  that  ne  had  realized  nothing  from  it^ 

By  Mr.  Maynard : 
Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  fact,  circumstance,  declaration, 
or  conversation  which  would  go  to  show  misfeasance^  or  malfeasance, 
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ereliction  of  duty,  or  corruption  in  the  late  Clerk  in  the  discharge 
is  duties  ? 

nswer.  I  do  not  know  anything  which,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  would 
i  the  least  bearing  upon  this  investigation. 

CHARLES  READY. 

ion.  John  H.  Savagb  called  and  sworn. 
By  Mr.  Maynard : 

nestion.  Please  state  whether  you  were  a  member  of  the  last  Con- 

38,  and,  if  so,  from  what  State  ? 

iDswer.  I  was  a  member  from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

(uestion.  Was  that  your  first  term  of  service  ? 

inswer.  No,  sir.     I  was  a  member  for  two  Congresses  before. 

Question.  Were  you,  under  the  book  resolution,  entitled  to  the 

ks  voted  ? 

Sinswer.  Not  at  the  last  Congress.     I  may  have  received  some  odd 

umes.     I  believe  I  did  receive  some  100  or  150  volumes,  which  I 

8  advised  had  been  here  for  some  time.     If  I  was  interest-ed  in  the 

>ks  voted  at  the  last  Congress  further  than  the  Congressional  Globe, 

0  not  remember  it. 

Question.  Had  you  any  business  transactions  of  any  kind  or  cha- 

ter  with  the  Clerk  of  the  last  Congress  ? 

inswer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  had,  further  than   the  ordinary 

nness  I  have  transacted  this  session  with  the  Clerk  in  regard  to 

tionery,  newspapers,  and  matters  of  that  sort.     I  had  some  trans* 

ions  with  Mr.  Ingram,  the  chief  clerk. 

Question.  Was  there  anything  in  your  intercourse  with  that  depart- 

nt  which  showed  any  irregularity  or  impropriety  on  the  part  of  the 

n  Clerk? 

inswer.  No,  sir ;  so  far  as  I  remember.     I  know  nothing  on  the 

>ject  of  the  inquiry  which  you  have  under  consideration.     I  know 

hing  which  is  legitimately  a  matter  of  investigation  before  you.    I 

re  heard  things,  of  course,  as  others  have,  in  reference  to  these 

^rges,  which  were  spoken  of  in  n^y  remarks  at  the  commencement 

ihe  present  session.  They  were  out-of-door  remarks  in  my  country, 

1  at  the  time  of  my  remarks  I  spoke  of  them  in  the  light  in  which 
baracterized  them  in  my  speech — that  if  true,  they  might  impose 
me  obligations  of  a  certain  character.  As  to  their  truth  or  false- 
A  I  cannot  say. 

Question    Mr.  Cullom  is  at  present  a  constituent  of  yours? 

Lnswer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  in  reference  to  his  private  affairs, 

•eference  to  his  property  at  home,  which  would  tend  to  implicate 

I? 

iLnswer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  his  pecuniary  condition.     I  live 

i  different  county  from  him,  and,  of  course,  all  I  know  is  from  what 

ave  beard.     It  is  not  evidence  before  you. 

Ifr.  CuUom. — I  would  like  to  ask  a  question.    Do  I  understand  you 

«y  that  you  know  nothing  of  my  pecuniary  condition  at  home,  my 

lity,  and  my  credit? 
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By  Mr.  Maynard : 

Question.  My  question  was  as  to  Mr.  Cullom's  pecuniary  condition 
and  circumstances  at  home  only  so  far  as  they  would  tend  to  elucidate 
this  investigation. 

Answer.  I  would  say  that  Mr.  CuUom  has  the  reputation  of  beine 
quite  a  wealthy  man,  and  has  had  good  credit.  He  owns  a  large  and 
"  valuahle  tract  of  land  there,  and  was  in  possession  of  it  at  the  time  he 
was  elected  to  Congress.  During  the  time  he  was  here  he  made  a 
large  purchase.  I  do  not  remember  how  large  a  purchase,  but  per- 
haps to  the  amount  of  twelve  or  fifteen  thousand  dollars.  Mr.  CuUom 
has  been  estimated  to  be  worth  from  thirty  to  fifty  thousand  dollars 
at  the  time  he  was  a  member  of  Congress. 

Question.  Has  not  real  estate  in  the  country  generally  adyanced 
rapidly  for  a  few  years  past  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  so. 

Question.  Is  it  understood  that  he  has  acquired  this  property  by  his 
own  industry  and  efforts,  or  is  it  by  inheritance  or  marriage  ? 

Answer.  He  is  understood  to  have  acquired  pretty  much  all  of  it 
himself.  He  may  have  obtained  some  of  it  by  way  of  marriage.  He 
got,  I  have  understood,  a  moderate  sum  by  marriage,  but  1  do  not 
profess  to  know.  The  mass  of  his  property,  I  suppose,  he  has  ac- 
quired by  his  own  exertions. 

JOHN  H.  SAVAGE. 

Mat  20, 1858. 
F.  K.  ZoLLicoFFKR  Called  and  sworn. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  last  Congress,  and  from  what 
State? 

Answer.  I  jvas  a  member  of  the  last  Congress  from  the  State  of 
Tennessee. 

Question.  Was  that  your  first  term? 

Answer.  It  was  not.  I  was  a  member  of  the  33d  Congress  for  tie 
first  time. 

Question.  Had  you  any  business  transactions  with  the  late  Clerkof 
the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  probably  had  the  ordinary  business  transactions  with  the 
Clerk  of  the  House.  I  suppose  I  should  answer  "  yes"  to  that  ques- 
tion ;  though  I  do  not  recollect  particularly  about  any  business  trans- 
actions I  may  have  had  with  the  Clerk. 

Question.  Was  there  any  irregularity ,  illegality,  or  impropriety, 
on  the  part  of  the  late  Clerk,  or  any  of  hia  subordinates,  in  connexion 
with  any  transaction  with  you  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  have  any  knowledge  of. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  the  Clerk,  or 
been  present  at  any  conversation  at  any  time,  in  which  the  Clerk 
made  any  admissions  with  respect  to  the  income,  profits,  or  emolu- 
ments of  his  office? 

Answer.  I  recollect  that  in  conversation  with  him  or  with  others,  I 
received  the  impression  that  the  profits  of  his  office  were  good.   I 
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member  to  have  had  the  impression  made  upon  my  mind  that  his 
ice  was  one  that  paid  well.  But  what  the  pay  amounted  to  I  did 
t  know.  My  idea  was  that  the  perquisites  of  the  office,  added  to  the 
lary,  made  it  valuable.  But  what  the  profits  amounted  to  I  had  no 
finite  idea. 

Question.  Can  you  state  any  specific  conversation  in  regard  to  this 
sitter,  or  only  an  impression  merely  of  a  general  character  ? 
Answer.  All  that  I  distinctly  remember  is  an  impression  made  npon 
y  mind  that  the  office  was  a  good  one.  But  I  never  took  the  pains 
I  look  into  the  laws  to  see  how  the  profits  arose. 
Question.  From  his  conversation  did  you  learn  in  what  way,  or  by 
hat  particular  mode,  he  expected  to  make  these  profits  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  I  took  no  pains  to  ascertain,  and  did  not 
scertain,  how  the  profits  ^ere  to  be  realized.  All  the  idea  I  had 
bout  the  matter  was  that  the  profits  were  to  come  from  the  per- 
[uisites,  but  I  did  not  understand  very  definitely  how  that  was. 

Question.  What  were  your  personal  relations  with  the  Clerk,  your 
opportunities  for  conversing  and  associating  with  him? 

Answer.  We  were  familiar  friends,  personally  and  politically,  and 
vere  frequently  thrown  together  ;  not  so  frequently,  however,  while 
le  was  Clerk  as  when  we  were  members  of  Congress  together,  for  we 
ihen  roomed  and  boarded  together  for  some  time.  When  he  was 
ilected  Clerk  his  business  called  him  in  one  direction,  and  mine  called 
3ae  in  another,  and  we  were  not  so  frequently  thrown  together,  though 
»e  continued  familiar  friends. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  or  any  circumstance  that  would 
Aow,  or  tend  to  show,  on  the  part  of  the  Clerk,  or  any  of  his  subor- 
dinates, any  misfeasance,  malfeasance,  dereliction  of  duty,  or  cor- 
Tiption  in  the  exercise  of  his  office,  in  any  way  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  circumstance. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Was  any  sum  named  by  Mr.  CuUom  as  the  amount  of 
he  profits  of  his  office,  that  he  had  received,  or  would  be  likely  to 
eceive  during  his  term  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  I  have  no  recollection  of  his  ever  naming 
Qy  amount  as  the  income  of  his  office.  I  do  not  think  that  I  ever 
ad  any  distinct  impression  made  upon  my  mind  as  to  the  aggregate 
nonnt  of  his  income  ;  but  I  received  the  impression  that  the  office 
as  one  that  paid  handsomely.  But  I  took  no  steps,  no  pains  to 
certain  anything  definitely  about  it,  as  it  was  a  matter  in  which  I 
id  no  interest,  no  motive  for  investigation. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Has  that  office  been  regarded,  since  you  have  been  con- 
cted  with  Congress,  as  a  lucrative  and  desirable  one  ? 
Answer.  I  have  always  supposed  from  general  conversation,  and 
f  intercourse  with  members  of  Congress  and  other  persons,  that  it 
IS  a  lucrative  office. 
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By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Do  you  remember  when  this  conversation  took  place? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  particular  conver- 
sation at  all.  But  in  the  course  of  my  intercourse  with  him,  in  the 
course  of  my  service  as  member  of  Congress  here,  this  impression  was 
made  u^on  my  mind.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  especial  or  par- 
ticular conversation  at  all,  or  of  any  circumstance  connected  withsnch 
a  conversation.  The  only  definite  idea  I  have  is  that  such  an  impres- 
sion was  somehow  left  upon  my  mind. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.  Was  it  your  impression  that  the  oflBce  was  remunerative 
from  the  salary  and  the  legal  perquisites  of  the  office,  or  from  mal- 
feasance or  misfeasance  on  the  part  of  the  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  My  impression  was  that  the  Clerk's  profits  arose  from  his 
emoluments  under  the  law.  I  took  not  the  slightest  pains  at  anj 
time  to  look  into  the  sources  of  those  profits,  to  see  what  the  law  was; 
but  I  supposed  that  the  patronage  belonging  to  the  office,  and  the 
commissions  and  fees  allowed  to  the  Clerk  under  different  acts  of  Con- 
gress, yielded  a  large  profit  to  the  holder  of  the  office. 

Question.  Then  you  understood  the  office  to  be  a  profitable  one  in 
consequence  of  fees  allowed  by  law,  rather  than  by  means  of  any  cor- 
ruption in  the  office  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  thought  about  the  matter  suffi- 
ciently definitely  to  endeavor  to  analyze,  in  my  own  mind,  the  pro- 
cess by  which  these  profits  were  to  accrue. 

By  Mr.  Horton  : 

Question.  Was  this  impression  made  upon  your  mind  from  conve^ 
sations  with  Mr.  CuUom  ? 

Answer  I  presume  it  was  from  conversations  with  him  and  others. 
I  suppose  it  resulted  from  my  intercourse  generally  with  members 
and  with  him.  But  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  specific,  distinct, 
definite  conversation  with  him  upon  the  subject.  It  was  a  matter 
about  which  I  cared  nothing,  and  to  which  I  paid  no  attention ;  but 
there  was  left  upon  my  mind  an  impjession  that  the  profits  of  the 
office  were  large,  or  handsome. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Did  you  understand  that  there  were  profits  outside  of  the 
regular  salary  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  was  my  impression.  I  had  heard  that  there 
was  a  fixed  salary,  and  that  there  were  perquisites  from  other  sources 
legitimately  accruing  to  the  holder  of  the  office  under  the  law.  I  had 
heard,  but  do  not  now  recollect,  what  the  fixed  salary  was.  I  remem- 
ber to  have  received  the  impression,  I  think  while  Colonel  Forney  wa« 
Clerk,  that  a  profit  was  to  be  made  out  of  the  sale  of  books.  I  remem- 
ber to  have  received  that  impression,  from  what  source  I  do  not  now 
recollect.  I  recollect  that  I  had  a  sort  of  surmise  in  my  mind,  it  was 
a  mere  surmise,  that  General  CuUom  was  making  that  profit,  what- 
ever it  was.     But  I  had  no  knowledge  of  the  facts,  and  took  not  the 
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htest  pains  to  ascertain,  and  I  never  knew  anything  about  whether 
received  his  profits  from  that  source  or  not.  Bat  I  had  the  impres- 
L  made  upon  my  mind  that  that  was  a  thing,  if  it  was  so,  that 
w  out  of  the  law  as  it  stood.  But  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

F.  K.  ZOLLLCOFFER. 

Mat  24,  1858. 
OHW  A.  HuNNicuTT  Called  and  sworn. 
By  Mr.  Curry  : 

juestion.  Where  is  your  residence? 

inswer.  I  reside  at  present  in  Washington  city. 

juestion.  What  is  your  occupation  ? 

inswer.  I  am  a  clerk  in  the  Pension  Office. 

juestion.  Did  you  have  any  dealings  or  transactions  with  Mr.  Cul- 

\  while  he  was  Clerk  ? 

Inswer.  No,  sir. 

Juestion.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  the  delivery  of  books 

nembers  of  Congress  ? 

inswei:.  Not  under  Mr.  Cullom  ;  I  had  formerly  under  Mr.  Forney. 

Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  fact  that  occurred  while 

.  Gjallom  was  in  office,  tending  to  show  corruption,  or  fraud,  or 

^conduct  on  his  part  in  any  way  ? 

Inswer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  any  such  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Juestion.  Were  you  a  clerk  under  Mr.  Cullom? 
inswer.  Only  for  a  few  days,  immediately  after  he  was  elected  ;  I 
8  removed  from  office  on  the  11th  of  February,  immediately  after 
election. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  book  transactions  of 
.Cullom? 
Inswer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Doyouknow  anything  connected  with  his  official  conduct? 
iLnswer.  Only  from  hearsay,  which  I  suppose  is  not  evidence. 
Juestion.  You  know  nothing  of  your  own  knowledge  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir  ;  nothing  at  all.     I  was  summoned  before  the  grand 
f  of  this  city  in  relation  to  this  same  matter,  and  I  suppose  that  was 
cause  of  my  being  summoned  here. 

Question.  Did  that  hearsay  knowledge  of  which  you  speak  come  to 
i  through  any  of  Mr.  CuUom's  clerks,  or  any  one  about  him  ? 
Lnswer.  No,  sir :  it  came  through  other  sources. 

JNO.  A.  HUNNICUTT. 

May  29,  1858. 
''alentinb  Blanchard  called  and  sworn. 

By  the  Chairman : 

juestion.  Where  is  your  residence  ? 
Luswer.  In  Washington  city. 
Question.  What  is  your  occupation  ? 
.nswer.  Bookseller  and  stationer. 
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Question.  Have  yon  had  any  business  transaotions  with  the  late 
Clerk  in  his  character  as  clerk  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  more  than  having  bills  against  the  Clerk  for 
binding  documents  of  the  House. 

Question.  Did  you  present  those  bills? 

Answer.  I  presented  them  through  Mr.  Denham. 

Question.   Were  they  bills  of  your  own,  or  of  others  ? 

Answer.  They  were  bills  of  Joseph  R.  Williams,  the  contractor  for 
the  binding. 

Question.  Did  you  present  them  in  person  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  transactions  in  person  with  the  Clerk? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  General  CuUom  at  all ;  I  do  not 
know  as  I  have  ever  seen  him.  All  the  business  I  did  with  him  -waa 
through  Mr.  Denham,  who  was  foreman  of  the  bindery. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  of  any  fact  that  would 
show  or  tend  to  show  any  misfeasance,  malfeasance,  dereliction  of 
duty,  corruption,  or  official  misconduct  in  any  way,  upon  the  part  of 
the  late  Clerk? 

Answer.  Nothing  more  than  that  he  would  not  pay  the  bills  when 
they  became  due. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge  ? 

Answer.  I  know  it  from  what  Mr.  Denham  said  ;  I  sent  the  bills 
through  him. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  you  ever  present  a  bill  yourself? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  it  was  done  through  Mr.  Denham  altogether. 
^  Question.  In  consequence  of  the  ClerK  having  refiised  to  pay  these 
bills,  what  did  you  do  with  them  ? 

Answer.  I  transferred  them  to  other  persons  ;  to  persons  who  hsd 
claims  against  the  bindery  for  material. 

Question.  Did  you  transfer  them  to  any  person  in  the  employ  of 
Mr.  Cullom? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  your  bills  subjected  to  any  discount? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  To  what  amount  ? 

Answer.  A  large  amount ;  I  do  not  know  how  much  ;  I  was  told 
several  hundred  dollars  on  one  bill. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Were  you  subjected  to  any  discount  yourself? 
Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  myself. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Question.  To  whom  did  you  transfer  these  bills  ? 
Answer.  I  transferred  some  to  Mr.  Smith,  of  Philadelphia,  and  he 
gave  me  credit  for  the  amount  of  their  face. 
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By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Qaestion.  What  amount  of  bills  was  paid  through  my  office  while 
I  was  Clerk,  to  the  account  of  your  binding  concern  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell  exactly  without  refftrring  to  my  accounts. 
Perhaps  some  $70,000  or  $80,000  in  all  from  the  commencement  of 
the  contract ;  it  might  be  more  or  less. 

Question.  Was  not  every  bill  that  you  had  paid  up  to  the  month  of 
September,  1857? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  was  after  September  that  there  was  any  diffi- 
culty. During  the  months  of  June  and  July,  bills  accumulated  to 
the  amount  of  between  $20,000  and  $30,000. 

Question.  When  I  returned  from  Tennessee,  did  I  not  pay  every 
one  of  those  bills  ? 

Answer.  They  were  all  paid  up  in  July.  It  was  in  September,  and 
from  then  till  December,  that  the  trouble  arose. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Did  you  call  on  Mr.  Rodman,  the  chief  clerk  of  the  Trea- 
sury Department,  and  make  any  inquiry  concerning  the  non-payment 
of  these  bills  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  What  was  the  information  you  received  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  few  days  after  Mr.  Cullom  had  refused  to  pay 
those  bills— one  of  some  $4,000  ;  I  passed  it  off  to  Mr.  Smith,  as  I 
have  said.  Mr.  Rodman  and  I  went  to  the  Treasurer's  office,  and 
there  we  found  Mr.  CuUom's  check  for  this  very  bill. 

Question,  flow  many  days  was  that  atter  he  had  refused  payment 
of  it? 

Answer.  Two  or  three  days  perhaps. 

Question.  Were  you  informed  by  that  officer  of  the  government 
that  Mr.  Cullom  had  plenty  of  funds  to  pay  these  claims  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Cullom: 

Question.  Had  that  claim  been  approved  by  the  Committee  on 
Accounts  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  it  was  during  the  recess. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  fact  now  that  these  identical  bills  of 
yours  are  hanging  in  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  and  are  not  ap- 
proved to  this  moment  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not  aware  of  that.  It  was  regularly  certified  to  by 
the  Superintendent  of  Printing. 

Question.  Was  any  one  of  the  bills  to  which  you  allude,  extra  al- 
lowances by  the  Committee  of  the  last  House  ? 

Answer.  In  my  statement  I  have  alluded  particularly  to  but  one 
bill.     There  were  several  bills.     The  one  you  allude  to  was  $1,200. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  Treasury  Department  has  re- 
fused to  allow  me  credit  for  that  bill  to  this  hour? 

Answer.  I  was  not  aware  that  it  had  been  refused  by  the  Treasury 
Department.    It  was  allowed  by  the  Committee  on  Accounts. 

V.  BLANCHARD. 


on  preseniauoD  r 

Answer.  He  gave  various  reasons  ;  at  one  time  said  it  was  nea 
convening  of  Congress,  and  that  as  he  had  paid  a  vast  amou 
money  during  the. recess,  he  thought  we  ought  to  take  some  o 
responsibility,  he  having  taken  the  responsibility  of  a  great  port 
the  bills,  and  there  was  a  party  coming  in  opposed  to  him  and 
might  not  pass  his  accounts. 

Question.  What  did  you  do  with  those  bills  after  he  refused  t 
them? 

Answer.  I  took  them  back  and  deposited  them  in  the  store. 

Question.  Were  any  of  them  transferred  to  other  persons 
shaved? 

Answer.  I  transferred,  I  do  not  know  how  many  of  the  bills- 
two  or  three  of  them.     One  I  kno^  was  transferred,  a  bill  amou 
to  $4,175,  the  certificate  upon  it  bearing  date  September  19, 
That  bill  was  transferred  to  J.  B.  Smith,  of  Philadelphia,  whc 
nished  our  materials. 

Question.  Was  it  transferred  at  a  discount  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  aware  that  it  was. 

Question.  By  the  refusal  on  the  part  of  General  CuUom  t( 
these  bills,  were  the  contractors  compelled  to  use  them  at  a  diB 
in  paying,  their  debts  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not  lose  anything  ourselves. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  in  the  spring,  after  the  adjouri 
of  Congress,  I  went  to  my  home  in  Tennessee  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  you  left  this  city. 

Question.  Did  I  not  speedily  pay  all  the  bills  that  accumi 
during  my  absence,  when  I  returned  ? 

Answer.  The  bills  that  accumulated  during  your  absence  amo 
to  some  $33,000.     I  was  calling  upon  Mr.  Ingram  every  few 
who  was  in  correspondence  with  you.     When  you  returned  I 
conversation  with  you,  and  I  think  the  amount  I  have  mentione 
paid  within  a  fortnight  or  a  little  more  after  your  return.    Th 
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Qaestion.  That  cleared  np  all  your  bills  ? 

Answer.  All  that  had  been  presented. 

Question.  Did  not  my  office  continue  to  pay  up  to  September  ? 

Answer.  The  certificate  of  one  bill  bore  date  the  19th  of  September, 
1857,  and  I  presented  it  either  upon  that  day  or  a  few  days  after- 
wards, and  you  told  me  you  would  pay  no  more  bills.  I  asked  you 
why,  and  you  gave  the  reason  I  have  already  mentioned. 

Question.  Did  I  not  say  that  I  had  taken  the  responsibility  of  pay- 
ing the  bills  up  to  the  first  of  September,  and  that  the  creditors  ought 
to  take  the  balance  of  the  responsibility  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  request  me  to  pay  you  $3,000  a  month  up  to 
the  convening  of  Congress,  to  enable  you  to  carry  on  the  business  ? 

Answer.  That  was  in  this  way  :  That  bill  of  $4,175  which  I  pre- 
sented and  which  you  refused  to  pay,  I  took  back  to  the  store.  Wnen 
Mr.  Smith  called  upon  us  for  his  pay  I  told  him  we  could  not  pay 
him  ;  but,  said  I,  here  is  a  bill  against  the  Clerk's  office  which  you 
can  take  and  credit  us  with.  He  intimated  that  we  should  allow  some 
discount  on  it,  but  I  told  him  '^  no,  you  must  give  us  credit  for  the 
face  of  it."  He  did  so,  took  the  bill,  and  a  few  days  afterwards  I 
understood  that  it  had  been  paid.  As  soon  as  I  understood  that,  I 
called  upon  you  and  complained.  I  had  told  you  before  that  if  I  had 
any  grumbling  to  do  I  would  come  to  you  and  do  it,  so  that  you  could 
always  know  where  I  was.  I  told  you  that  if  our  bills  were  not  paid 
we  would  have  to  close  the  bindery.  You  grumbled  and  said  you  did 
not  care.  I  said  that  it  would  go  all  over  the  country  that  the  gov- 
ernment bindery  was  closed  because  its  bills  were  not  paid,  and  thus 
some  eighty  or  ninety  girls  and  many  men  would  be  thrown  out  of 
employment.  This  was  in  the  latter  end  of  September.  I  then 
remarked  to  you  if  you  would  give  me  $2,500  the  first  of  next  month, 
$3,000  the  first  of  November,  and  $3,000  the  first  of  December,  just 
enough  to  pay  our  hands  and  our  labor,  I  would  be  satisfied.  You 
said  you  would  do  it,  and  took  me  into  Mr.  Ingram's  room,  and  said, 
**  Listen  to  this  man,"  told  him  the  agreement,  and  he  toot  it  down. 
That  money  I  got.  I  afterwards  got  another  bill  paid^  a  bill  Mr. 
Smith  also  had  in  his  custody.  I  think  it  was  paid  on  the  morning 
of  the  day  of  the  election  of  the  new  Clerk,  and  you  remarked  at  the 
time  that  it  was  about  your  last  official  act. 

Question.  I  complied  fully  with  your  own  proposition? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  Of  course  I  would  have  liked  to  have  got  the 
money  as  fast  as  I  presented  the  bills.  You  gave  me  that  as  your 
reason  for  not  paying  the  bills,  and  as  it  was  about  the  time  of  the 
pressure,  I  was  getting  desperate. 

Question.  Did  I  assign  as  the  reason  for  my  delay  in  paying  the 
bills,  that  I  wanted  the  creditors  of  the  government  to  be  interested 
with  me  in  getting  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  who  would  be  op- 
posed to  me,  to  pass  the  bills  through  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  did  you  not  say  to  me  when  you  made  your  propo- 
sition to  me,  that  you  would  stand  between  me  and  the  committee  ? 

Answer.  Something  to  that  effect. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  that  those  bills  have  not  been  approved  yet  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not.     All  the  bills  that  I  have  presented  to  the  new 
Clerk  have  been  paid. 

f  By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Is  that  all  you  know  about  this  matter  ? 

Answer.  It  is  all  I  know  about  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  official  misconduct  on  the  part  of 
Mr.  Cullom,  while  he  was  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  a  particle. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  speak  of  an  arrangement  that  you  made  with  Mr. 
Cullom,  in  relation  to  receiving  so  much  money  every  month.  Did 
you,  in  consequence  of  his  consenting  to  that  arrangement^  agree  to 
allow  any  benefit,  advantage,  or  profit,  to  accrue  to  him  or  any  one 
under  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  one  cent.  Q^neral  Cullom  never  intimated 
any  such  thing  to  me,  nor  I  to  him. 

C.  DENHAM. 

J.  ALEXAmoER  re-called. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  When  you  were  examined  before  was  it  with  reference  to 
your  upholstery  transactions  with  the  lato  Clerk  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  In  your  transactions  with  him  did  he  ever  reserve  any- 
thing to  himself,  or  did  you  ever  pay  him  any  thing  for  cashing 
your  bills  ? 

Answer.  He  either  paid  me  the  money  or  gave  me  a  check  for  the 
full  amount  that  the  bills  called  for. 

.  By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  your  bills  ? 

Answer.  The  last  bill  was  the  one  that  I  got  a  check  for,  I  do  not 
recollect  the  exact  amount,  but  it  was  for  some  $1,800  and  odd. 

Question.  Did  General  Cullom  at  any  time  refuse  to  settle  your 
bills? 

Answer.  He  refused  in  this  way,  the  committee,  at  one  time,  had 
not  passed  on  my  account.  I  called  upon  Mr.  Cullom  once  or  twice 
with  the  bill  and  he  put  me  ofi*. 

Question.  For  what  reason? 

Answer.  I  think  he  told  me  once  that  there  was  not  sufficient 
money  appropriated,  or  something  of  that  kind. 

Question.  At  the  time  of  the  presentation  of  any  of  these  claims, 
did  Mr.  Cullom  exact  or  receive  from  you  any  sum  of  money  for  pay- 
ing your  bills  ? 

Answer.  He  never  exacted  anything. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  paying  him  |50  at  any  time? 

Answer.  I  gave  him  $50. 

Question.  For  what  reason. 
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nswer.  I  wanted  the  money  for  the  bill  for  $1,800.     He  said 
e  was  no  money  just  then.     But  he  gave  me  a  check  for  the  whole 
ant,  and  I  afterwards  gave  him  |50  ;  some  days  afterwards, 
aestion.  What  for  ? 
nswer:  For  cashing  my  account. 

By  Mr.  Horton :  , 

aestion.  Did  you  ever  pay  him  anything  more  than  once  ? 
nswer.  No,  sir. 

aestion.  Did  you  ever  pay  anything  to  any  of  his  subordinates  ? 
nswer.  No,  sir,  I  never  did. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

aestion.  This  paymmit  of  |50,  that  you  speak  of,  was  it  a  volan- 
thing  on  your  part? 
jttswer.  Yes,  sir. 

luestion.  Did  I  exact  anything  of  you  ? 
jiswer.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman : 

luestion.  Was  there  any  agreement  or  understanding  between  you, 

m  he  gave  you  this  check,  that  you  were  to  pay  back  any  part  of 

)r  did  you  do  it  voluntarily  ? 

Lnswer.  There  was  no  agreement  at  the  time  he  gave  me  the 

ck. 

By  T^i.  Horton: 

jnestion.  Was  there  anything  passed  between  you  and  him,  any 
ierstanding  about  it  in  any  way  or  form,  by  look  or  gesture,  or  in 
other,  way? 

Lnswer.  I  do  not  know.  General  Cullom  gave  me  a  check, 
ither  his  own  individual  check  or  a  government  check  I  do  not 
)llect,  and  some  days  afterwards  I  gave  him  $50. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

(aestion.  Why  did  you  give  it  to  him  ? 

Lnswer.  Because  he  cashed  my  bill ;  I  wanted  the  money,  and  told 

i  that  I  wanted  it. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 
fuestion.  Do  you  know  whether  he  expected  it  or  not? 
inswer.  I  cannot  say  whether  he  expected  it  or  not. 
{aestion.  Have  you^ny  reason  to  suppose  that  he  expected  it  ? 
.nswer.  I  do  not  know  what  he  did  expect. 

•By  the  Chairman  : 

aestion.  Did  you  promise  it  to  him? 

nswer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  said  I  would  give  fifty  dollars  to  have  my  bill 

led. 

By  Mr.  Cullom: 
uestion.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  appropriation  for  furniture 
repairs  had  been  exhausted  months  before  ? 
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Answer.  That  is  what  you  told  me. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  it  was  months  afterwards  before 
any  appropriation  was  made  for  that  pnrpose? 
Answer.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 
Question.  This  occurred  in  early  spring? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  the  ordering  furniture  did. 

By  Mr  Davis : 

Question,  At  what  time  ? 

Answer.  The  latter  part  of  June,  I  think. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  In  what  year. 

Answer.  In  1856,  the  first  year  of  Mr.  CuUom's  term  of  office. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  Was  Congress  then  in  session? 
Answer.  I  think  it  was. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  How  long  had  the  account  been  standing? 

Answer.  It  was  contracted,  I  think,  in  the  months  of  January  and 
February. 

Question.  I  would  like  to  know  a  little  more  about  this  matter; 
whether  there  was  any  agreement  between  you  and  General  CuUom ; 
whether  he  told  you  that  if  you  gave  him  the  proper  allowance  he 
would  give  you  the  money,  or  whether,  after  you  had  been  to  him  on 
several  occasions,  and  he  had  refused  to  pay  your  bills  on  account  of 
there  being  no  money,  you  told  him  that  if  he  would  let  you  havQ  the 
money  you  would  give  him  |50  ;  how  was  it  ? 

Answer.  I  went  to  him  two  or  three  times,  and  he  said  there  was 
no  money ;  I  went  to  him  again,  and  told  him  that  I  wanted  the 
money  and  would  give  $50  for  it ;  he  never  made  any  exactions  of  me. 

Question.  Was  that  transaction  with  Mr.  Cullom  or  with  his 
clerk? 

Answer.  With  General  Cullom  himself. 

Question.  Did  he  give  you  an  official  check  or  an  individual  check? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  What  was  the  check  upon  ? 

Answer.  Upon  the  bank  of  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.,  but  I  deposited  it  in 
the  Bank  of  the  Metropolis. 

Question.  You  got  the  money  and  paid  him  $50? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Cullom :  . 

Question.  Do  you  remember  that  you  stated  to  me  that  you  had  a 
note  falling  due  that  would  be  protested  if  you  did  not  get  this 
money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  came  to  you  the  second  time,  and  said  that  I 
had  a  note  falling  due  in  New  York  for  purchases  I  had  made,  and  I 
wanted  the  money  to  pay  it. 
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Qaestion.  Had  I  dismissed  yon  at  that  time  from  the  office  of  up- 
holsterer ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Had  we  any  intercourse  from  the  time  of  this  transaction 
for  a  year  or  more? 

Answer.  I  never  spoke  to  you,  I  think,  from  that  time  until  I  saw 
you  here  in  the  committee  room  sometime  ago. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  say  you  had  been  dismissed  &s  upholsterer  by  G^^* 
eral  CuUom  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  that  before  or  after  you  got  this  money  ? 

Answer.  It  was  before. 

Question.  How  long  before  ? 

Answer.  This  last  account  was  paid  in  June,  and  I  was  disniissed 
the  March  before. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  I  had  never  seen  or  spoken  to  you  to  do  this  work,  but 
you  were  called  in  while  I  was  lying  sick ;  was  not  that  the  way  you 
got  in  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  the  committees  called  for  what  they  wanted, 
and  I  furnished  the  articles. 

Question.  I  had  never  spoken  to  you  about  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  come  to  me  and  ask  me,  as  a  personal  favor, 
to  let  you  have  this  money,  as  the  banks  would  charge  you  so  and  so, 
and  you  did  not  want  to  pay  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  said  I  could  get  it  at  Suter,  Lea  &  Go's,  for 
one  per  cent.,  but  I  did  not  want  to  pay  so  much. 

Question.  Did  you  not  come  on  the  preceding  day  to  that  on  which 
you  got  the  money,  and  I  told  you  I  would  see  if  I  could  raise  the 
money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  I  came  the  next  day  and  got  the  check  for  it. 

Question.  What  did  I  say  about  my  disinclination  to  do  this  thing ; 
about  my  never  having  done  that  sort  of  thing  ? 

Answer.  You  told  me  you  did  not  want  to  do  it,  but  told  me  to  call 
the  next  day,  and  you  would  see  whether  you  could  do  it. 

Question.  You  thanked  me  at  the  time  for  doing  it? 

Answer.  I  was  very  glad  to  get  the  money. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  else  connected  with  these  trans- 
actiond  but  what  you  have  told  us. 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

JNO.  ALEXANDER. 


way,  "French,  how  much  did  you  make  out  of  the  office  c 
of  the  House?  I  replied  that  I  made  precisely  my  salary,  an 
the  House  chose  to  give  me  as  extra  compensation  hy  a  vote 
House ;  that  that  was  all  I  ever  made.  "  Oh,"  said  he,  "  yo 
more  than  that;  don't  tell  me."  I  said,  "No,  general, 
made  more  than  that."  "  Well,"  said  he,  in  his  laughing  ^ 
intend  to  make  more  out  of  the  office  than  that."  Perl 
may  have  said,  for  he  used  such  language  at  times^  "  I 
to  make  more  than  that,  hy  G^d."  That  was  all  the 
sation  that  passed  between  us  upon  that  point.  In  justice  to 
I  ought  to  say  here  that  I  never  mentioned  this  conversation  tc 
man  until  I  was  on  the  grand  jury  of  this  county,  where  we  oi 
took  the  usual  oath  that  we  would  keep  secret  the  State's  coun 
fellows,  and  our  own.  In  some  remarks  which  I  made  in  th< 
jury  room  in  relation  to  a  matter  before  the  grand  jury,  I  sta* 
conversation^  and  at  the  same  time  said  it  took  place  in  a  la 
way.  I  referred  to  this  conversation  in  my  own  defence,  beca 
question  arose,  or  it  was  stated  to  the  grand  jury  that  the  clerk 
House  of  Bepresentatives  generally  made  a  good  thing  out 
clerkship,  and  all  that.  In  self-defence,  I  got  up  and  mad< 
remarks,  and  among  other  things  I  incidentally  alluded  to  th 
versation,  though  I  said  at  the  same  time  that  I  took  it  as  a  mi 
joke,  and  never  expected  to  hear  of  it  again,  and  I  have  nev€ 
tioned  it  to  any  other  persons  until  I  mention  it  now  in  this  con 
room.  I  did  not  consider  it  as  anything  serious  on  the  part 
CuUom,  but  as  merely  one  of  his  ordinary  joking  remarks. 
Question.  When  did  this  conversation  occur  ? 
Answer.  Very  soon  after  General  CuUom  was  elected  Clerk, 
into  the  office,  as  I  always  have  done  when  a  new  Clerk  was  € 
and  congratulate  the  incumbent  upon  his  election^  and  talk  ov< 

I  ters  in  relation  to  the  clerkship. 

I  Question.  Were  you  ever  employed  in  the  Clerk's  office  ? 

k         I  Answer.  I  was  in  the  Clerk's  office  some  fourteen  years,     F 

I  Congresses  I  was  there  as  Clerk  of  the  House.     I  was  in  the 
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gentlemen  sitting  down  together.  You  all  know  how  Q-eneral  CuUom 
talks,  and  any  one  who  knows  him  could  see  precisely  the  manner  in 
which  he  addressed  me. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  fact  of  any  kind  that  would  tend 
directly  or  indirectly  to  establish  upon  Mr.  Cullom  either  misfeasance, 
malfeasance,  or  corruption  in  office  while  he  was  in  the  office  of  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  and  never  had  any  official  business  with  Mr. 
Cullom  while  he  was  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  that  I 
remember,  except  perhaps  to  receive  some  money  once  or  twice  as  the 
agent  of  others ;  and  I  believe  also  that  during  the  time  of  the  pres- 
sure of  business,  near  the  close  of  the  session,  he  got  me  to  assist  him 
at  the  desk  in  the  House.  There  was  an  appropriation  made  to  pay 
the  clerks  who  had  been  employed,  and  out  oi  that  he  paid  me  $20, 
I  think,  for  my  services.  That  was  the  only  official  transaction  I  had 
with  him,  and  the  only  money  I  ever  received  of  him  officially,  except 
once  or  twice  some  money  for  some  persons  who  had  got  me  to  receive 
it  as  their  attorney  or  agent.  In  all  the  business  I  ever  had  with 
Oeneral  Cullom,  everything  was  done  with  perfect  fairness,  upright- 
ness,  and  honestv,  so  far  as  I  know.  I  never  supposed  the  conversa- 
tion you  have  asked  me  about  would  ever  get  to  the  world.  How  it 
got  out  I  cannot  now  undertake  to  say. 

Question.  Were  you  intimately  acquainted  with  Mr.  Cullom  before 
that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  became  pretty  well  acquainted  with  him  while  he  was 
member  of  Congress.  I  was  introduced  to  him,  and  saw  him  pretty 
often.  We  knew  each  other,  and  always  had  some  conversation  when 
we  met;  at  meeting  we  passed  the  compliments  of  the  day  that  usually 
pass  between  two  persons  who  know  each  other. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  How  did  you  manage  your  contingent  fund? 

Answer.  A  portion  of  the  time  that  I  was  Clerk,  until  the  sub- 
treasury  law  passed,  I  deposited  my  contingent  fund  in  the  Bank  of 
Washington  ;  that  is,  I  drew  drafts  on  the  Treasury  in  favor  of  the 
Bank  of  Washington,  and  then  drew  my  money  from  the  bank  by 
checks  in  the  usual  manner.  As  soon  as  the  sub-treasury  law  passed 
I  had  a  vault  built  in  the  Clerk's  office,  and  in  that  I  kept  all  my 
money,  and  it  was  disbursed  in  my  office.  Mr.  Glossbrenner  was  my 
disbursing  clerk  the  most  of  the  time,  and  had,  under  my  supervision, 
the  entire  control  and  charge  of  the  contingent  fund  after  it  was  kept 
in  my  office. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  general  agent  while  you  were  Clerk, 
to  purchase  articles  which  were  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  contingent 

Answer.  Never ;  I  purchased  them  myself— everything.  You  know, 
of  course,  I  had  to  make  contracts ;  after  the  contract  law  passed  I 
advertised  for  proposals.  In  relation  to  books  there  was  a  separate 
fund  appropriated.  For  instance,  at  one  time  $75,000  were  appropri- 
ated for  the  purchase  of  books  for  members  ;  that  was  after  the  sub- 
treasury  law  passed ;  I  drew  for  the  money,  and  they  gave  me  an  order 

H.  Rep.  Com.  188 34 


530  ACCOUNTS  OF  WILLIAM  GULLOlf. 

on  New  York  for  $50,000  of  that  appropriation,  and  some  $25,000, 1 
think,  of  my  contingent  fund.  I  had  to  send  Mr.  Glossbrenner  to 
New  York  for  it.  He  went  there  and  got  the  money  and  brought  it 
here  in  specie,  in  sovereigns  mostly. 

Question.  You  had  no  intermediate  agent  between  you  and  those  of 
whom  you  purchased  ? 

Answer    No,  sir. 

Question.  No  person  was  allowed  to  make  profits  ^ 

Answer.  No,  sir.  The  moment  an  appropriation  was  made  to  pur- 
chase books  under  some  resolution  I  sat  down  and  wrote  letters  to  every 
bookseller  in  Washington  who  I  supposed  could  furnish  books,  and  to 
all  the  publishers  of  the  books  called  for.  I  wrote  them  something  to 
this  efiect :  ^'  An  appropriation  having  passed  to  supply  members  of 
Congress  with  such  and  such  books,  (making  out  a  list  of  them  ;)  if 
you  have  any  of  these  books  you  will  please  inform  me  how  many  you 
can  supply."  I  asked  every  one  who  had  the  books  to  put  them  in. 
Those  purchased  were  delivered  to  the  librarian  of  the  House,  Mr. 
Brown,  who  had  charge  of  the  whole  business.  On  his  receipt  of  the 
books  I  paid  the  man  ;  he  came  to  my  office  and  I  counted  out  the 
money,  and  that  was  the  last  I  knew  of  it. 

Question.  Was  the  same  course  generally  pursued  by  you  in  refer- 
ence to  articles  paid  for  out  of  the  contingent  fund  ? 

Answer.  Always ;  I  always  purchased  everything  myself,  or  through 
my  clerks  who  were  under  me.  I  was  responsible  for  them.  I  never 
had  any  agent,  or  any  person  between  me  and  the  contractor ;  never, 
in  any  way. 

Question.  Then  the  prices  paid  by  you  for  articles  were  the  prices 
charged  by  the  dealer  nimself  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  never  made  a  charge  different  from  the  amount 
I  paid  out ;  and  when  my  accounts  came  to  be  settled  at  the  treasury, 
which  they  were  a  short  time  after  I  left  the  Clerkship,  (I  handed  all 
my  accounts  in  to  that  department  a  week  after  I  left  the  Clerkship,) 
and  when  they  were  settled  I  do  not  think  there  was  a  mill  difference 
between  us.  All  my  accounts  were  allowed  and  passed,  and  I  never 
had  any  questions  raised  about  them.  There  were,  perhaps,  some 
few  errors  in  addition,  or  something  of  that  sort,  which  were  after- 
wards corrected  by  the  persons  when  I  was  notified  of  it. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  In  buying  upholstery  and  furnishing  rooms,  in  everything 
of  that  sort,  did  you  make  the  purchases  yourself? 

Answer.  My  impression  now  is  that  at  the  time  I  was  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  all  the  furnishing  of  the  rooms  was  done  by 
the  Doorkeeper  of  the  House,  and  the  Clerk  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it  but  to  pay  the  bills,  which  he  did  upon  the  certificate  of  the  Door- 
keeper. I  think  there  was  a  resolution  of  the  House  putting  that  upon 
the  Doorkeeper.  There  have  been  so  many  changes  that  I  cannot  now 
recollect  without  referring  to  the  records ;  but  my  impression  now  is 
that  I  bought  no  furniture  for  the  rooms  myself,  but  that  the  Door- 
keeper did  all  that.  I  believe  I  did  purchase  the  carpets  myself  for 
the  hall  once,  perhaps  twice,  but  I  do  not  think  I  ever  purchased  any- 
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ling  for  tlie  tommittee  rooms.  I  paid  for  things  on  the  certificate  of 
le  Doorkeeper.  I  am  not  perfectly  certain  about  that;  a  part  of  the 
me,  I  think,  I  did  it  one  way,  and  a  part  of  the  time  the  other.  I 
[link,  if  I  recollect  right,  that  a  resolution  was  passed  while  I  was 
Herk  putting  everything  of  this  kind  in  charge  of  the  Clerk.  I  am 
ot  quite  certain  about  that ;  it  certainly  passed  while  I  was  Clerk, 
r  immediately  after  I  left  the  Clerkship. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  In  making  your  purchases  did  you  deal  with  the  different 
cosiness  men  in  this  city  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  did.  When  a  purchase  was  to  be  made  direct 
not  by  contract)  I  would  go  myself  and  make  the  purchase.  For 
[Qstance,  if  I  wanted  a  carpet  for  the  hall  I  went  to  Mr.  Claggett ;  I 
think  I  bought  the  last  carpet  that  was  purchased  while  I  was  Clerk 
of  him.  I  went  myself,  personally,  and  engaged  the  carpet,  agreed 
apoQ  the  price  for  it,  and  had  it  put  down. 

B.  B.  FRENCH. 

Fbbruart  14,  1859. 
B.  B.  French  recalled. 
By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  we  have  any  private  dealings  with  each  other  ? 

Answer.  We  did. 

Question.  Did  I  not  purchase  of  you  a  lot  of  ground  in  the  city  of 
Washington? 

Answer.  You  purchased  a  lot  of  mine  at  auction,  for  which  I  made 
out  the  title. 

Question.  Did  we  not  have  several  interviews  in  reference  to  that 
matter  before  we  consummated  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  we  not  have  considerable  conversation  ?  Did  I  not 
insult  you  in  regard  to  the  prospect  of  making  money  in  the  real 
estate  business,  and  ask  your  opinion  as  to  whether  real  estate  would 
idvance  or  not  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  was  so.  , 

Question.  Money  making  was  the  theme  of  our  conversation,  was 
tnot? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  not  during  one  of  these  interviews,  while  we 
^ere  closing  up  this  transaction,  that  the  conversation  to  which  you 
•eferred  in  your  testimony  the  other  day  to6k  place? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  think  not.  That  conversation  took  place  the 
irtt  time,  I  think,  that  I  went  into  your  office,  or  very  soon  after  you 
rere  elected  Clerk. 

Question.  Was  it  not  while  we  were  negotiating  the  sale  of  this 
and? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  before  that  time. 

Question.   Was  not  that  sale  very  soon  after  I  went  into  office  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  fix  the  time  exactly  ;  it  was  not  very  long  after- 
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wards.  My  impression  is  that  that  conversation  took  place  before  yon 
made  that  purchase  of  me.  I  am  not  positive  about  that^  because  I 
cannot  remember  everything  that  took  place  so  that  I  could  fix  the 
time  exactly. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  that  the  land  trade  took  place  very 
soon  after  I  went  into  office,  and  that  I  inquired  of  you  as  to  the  pros- 
pect of  making  money  here  in  Washington  by  the  purchase  of  real 
estate  here  ? 

Answer.  I  remember  that  you  inquired  of  me,  at  the  time  you  pur- 
chased that  lot,  about  real  estate  here  in  Washington,  what  I  knew 
about  it,  and  whether  I  thought  it  was  advancing  in  price  or  not. 
And  I  said  that  real  estate  I  thought  was  as  low  as  it  very  well  could 
be,  and  that  I  thought  it  must  advance ;  and  that  the  purchase  of 
that  lot  which  you  had  made  was  a  good  speculation,  and  I  would  not 
have  sold  it  to  you  if  I  had  not  been  pushed  for  money. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  that  in  the  conversation  you  refer  to  I 
spoke  as  if  I  wanted  to  make  money^  as  I  was  living  here  something 
more  than  my  salary  ? 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  you  said  you  wanted  to  make  some- 
thing out  of  the  purchase  of  real  estate. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  my  purchase  of  you  ? 

Answer.  You  paid  me  not  far  from  $3,000,  I  think.  I  will  not  be 
certain  but  what  it  was  more  ;  I  cannot  fix  the  sum. 

Question.  Was  not  the  original  price  $3,400  and  some  odd? 

Answer.  I  cannot  fix  the  sum. 

Question.  It  was  part  cash  and  part  credit,  was  it  not? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  the  sale  was  part  cash  and  part  credit,  and  yoa 
paid  me  all  in  cash  upon  my  deducting  something  for  the  sake  of  the 
money. 

Question.  Then  I  did  not  pay  you  less  than  $3,000  in  cash? 

Answer.  It  was  a  little  over  $3,000,  I  think,  but  I  will  not  be 
certain  about  the  price. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Was  this  real  estate  transaction  for  real  estate  in  this 
city  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Cullom  during  the  term  of 
his  clerkship  had  any  other  transaction  in  real  estate  here  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  either  bought  or  sold  any 
real  estate  here  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  owns  any  here  now  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  wish  to  state  here,  that  in  my  former  testi- 
mony, Igave  the  sum  of  $75,000  as  the  amount  of  the  appropriation 
for  the  purchase  of  books  for  members,  I  looked  at  the  law  this  morning, 
and  found  that  the  exact  sum  appropriated  was  $72,205  27. 

Question.  I  believe  you  stated  the  other  day  that  you  were  Clerk  of 
the  House  from  1843  to  1847  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  was  elected  when  McNulty  was  dismissed, 
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;  I  believe  was  in  January,  1843,  and  I  held  the  office  until 
member,  1847. 

By  Mr.  Cullom ; 

uestion.  Did  you  consider  it  incompatible  with  your  official  duties 
le  you  were  Clerk  to  buy  real  estate  or  to  make  any  other  outside 
le  by  which  you  could  make  money? 

.nswer.  I  certainly  considered  that  I  had  a  right  to  do  so  when  I 
id. 

uestion.  Did  you  not  buy  lots  here,  both  while  you  were  Clerk 
the  House,  and  also  while  you  were  Commissioner  of  Public 
Idings  ? 

.nswer.  I  bought  lots  from  private  individuals  while  I  was  Com- 
sioner  of  Public  Buildings,  but  none  that  belonged  to  the  city. 
\  very  lot  I  sold  to  you,  I  bought  while  I  was  Commissioner  of 
)lic  Buildings. 

•uestion.  You  did  buy  a  great  deal  of  real  estate  while  you  held  a 
die  office  ? 

luswor.  Yes,  sir ;  I  own  now  several  \oU  around  my  own  premises, 
ething  like  an  acre  of  land,  I  should  think  ;  I  purchased  the  most 
t,  if  not  all  of  it  while  I  was  in  public  office  ;  I  am  pretty  certain 
b  I  bought  all  but  one  lot  when  in  office. 
By  the  Chairman : 

luestion.  What  is  the  opportunity  in  this  city  for  a  man  with 
ms,  one  who  can  command  means  to  an  unlimited  extent  to  realize 
ley  by  dealing  in  real  estate^  and  taking  advantages  in  buying 
I  selling  ? 

Lnswer.  So  far  as  I  know,  X  should  think  that  perhaps  no  man 
Id  make  money  any  faster  in  any  other  way. 

B.  B.  FRENCH. 

OHN  Bailey  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  What  is  your  occupation  here  in  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

inswer.  I  am  an  assistant  clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

(uestion.  Have  you  been  travelling  out  west  for  Mr.  Rives  in  any 

r? 

Luswer.  No,  sir. 

(uestion.  Have  you  not  done  business  for  Mr.  Rives? 

answer.  No,  sir ;  I  have  a  brother  who  is  employed  in  the  estab- 

ment  of  Mr.  Rives. 

By  Mr.  Cullom :       ^ 

luestion.  Did  you  act  as  disbursing  or  chief  clerk  for  me  during 

tour,  in  the  absence  of  Mr.  Ingram  ? 

.nswer.  Yes,  sir. 

luestion.  Did  you  fill  up  such  checks  as  were  paid  out  by  the  office 

ing  the  absence  of  Mr.  Ingram  ? 

LUswer.  Yes,  sir,  I  did ;  all  checks  drawn  on  account  of  moneys 

cursed. 
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Question.  Did  I  ever  draw  on  my  own  account  during  that  time  a 
cent  of  money  beyond  my  salary  ? 

Answer,  No,  sir  ;  you  never  drew  any  money  for  yourself  but  year 
own  salary ;  and  I  do  not  recollect  as  I  drew  out  the  check  for  that 
myself. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  do  not  exactly  comprehend  the  point  of  the  ques- 
tion, which  is  this :  Did  Mr.  OuUom  ever  have  in  his  own  hands,  or 
under  his  own  control,  subject  to  his  own  individual  use,  any  of  the 
public  money  ? 

Answer.  To  my  knowledge  he  did  not  have  any  of  it ;  4ie  merely 
signed  the  checks  as  they  were  presented  to  him  for  the  payment  of 
accounts. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Then  as  claims  were  presented  and  allowed  in  the  office 
you  filled  out  the  checks  and  brought  them  to  me  in  my  own  room  for 
my  signature  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  While  you  were  there,  suppose  that  Mr.  Cullom  had 
chosen  to  draw  out  money  on  his  checks^  what  means  were  there 
of  your  knowing  that  or  finding  it  out  if  he  chose  not  to  let  you 
know  it? 

Answer.  I  had  the  regular  check  book  in  my  possession^  and  also 
the  key  of  the  vault. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Then  if  he  had  done  so,  upon  taking  up  the  checks  it 
would  have  been  detected  ? 

Answer.  If  he  had  drawn  any  checks  it  would  have  been  shown 
upon  the  margin  of  the  check  book. 

Question.  When  you  came  to  settle  up  your  deposit  accounts  did 
you  not  take  up  these  checks  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  the  checks  were  kept  at  the  treasury.  It  is  a  rule 
at  the  Treasury  Department  not  to  give  up  checks  unless  there  is  some 
special  reason  for  it. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  I  was  obliged,  was  I  not,  to  furnish  vouchers  correspond- 
ing to  the  amount  of  these  checks  to  go  to  the  treasury  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  a  voucher  or  an  account,  as  you  may  please  to 
term  it,  has  to  go  to  the  treasury  in  the  settlement  of  accounts.  The 
checks  drawn  upon  the  sub-treasurer  are  kept  by  the  treasurer. 

Question.  Do  you  not  remember  that  I  was  absent  a  great  deal  of 
the  time  after  the  money  was  realized  in  the  summer  of  1856  to  go 
on  with  the  book  business  under  the  resolution  of  July,  1856? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  distinctly  at  what  time  you  went  away  ; 
I  recollect  that  you  did  go  away. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  of  my  leaving  in  the  month  of  August, 
1856,  for  my  home  in  Tennessee  ? 
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Answer.  I  recollect  of  your  leaving  here  in  the  month  of  August. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  that  during  my  absence,  or  before  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress,  Mr.  Tyler  brought  up  to  the  oflSce  all  his 
book  receipts  and  asked  you  to  make  out  his  account  from  them  ? 

Answer.  I  recollect  of  making  out  the  account  for  him,  at  his 
request,  from  those  receipts,  but  the  time  I  do  not  recollect  distinctly. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  fact  whether  at  the  time  you  made 
out  that  account  Mr.  CuUom  was  or  was  not  absent  in  Tennessee  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not  recollect  that. 

Question.  You  do  not  know  whether  it  was  during  Mr.  CuUom's 
absence  or  not  ? 
Answer.  I  cannot  now  recollect. 

JOHN  BAILEY. 

John  H.  Tretler  called  and  examined. 
By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Are  you  the  son  of  John  Tretler,  the  public  binder? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  manage  the  business  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  I  not  call  at  your  father's  bindery  while  you  were 
conducting  the  business  for  him,  during  the  Congress  for  which  I  was 
the  Clerk,  and  endeavor  repeatedly  to  see  your  father  ? 

Answer.  You  did. 

Question.  Was  I  successful  ? 

Answer.  You  were  not. 

Question.  Did  I  not  repeatedly  leave  messages  with  you  for  him  to 
come  and  see  me  ? 

Answer.  You  did. 

Question    Do  you  know  that  he  did  not  come? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  that  he  did  ;  I  never  heard  that  he  came. 
I  know  that  you  asked  me  several  times  when  I  was  up  to  see  you  why 
he  did  not  come. 

Question.  You  mean  when  you  brought  up  your  bills  to  be  paid? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  I  not  frequently  at  your  bindery  to  see  your  father  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  messages  did  I  leave  with  you  for  your  father  ? 

Answer.  You  left  messages  with  me  to  tell  my  father  that  you 
wanted  him  to  come  up  to  your  office,  that  you  wanted  to  see  him. 

Question.  When  I  failed  to  see  him,  what  occurred  between  you  and 
me  in  reference  to  Mr.  Tyler's  connexion  with  the  business  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  the  conversation  at  the  shop,  or  what 
conversation  I  had  with  you  in  your  office  at  the  time  I  brought  the 
notes  and  checks  up. 

Question.  We  had  a  conversation  at  the  bindery  in  regard  to  the 
matter,  did  we  not? 

Answer    Yes,  sir  ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  what  it  was. 
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By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  Was  the  conversation  in  relation  to  the  binding  and  Mr. 
Tyler  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  and  I  brought  some  receipts  up  to  the  General, 
at  his  request,  to  show  him. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  The  receipts  you  speak  of  were  evidences  of  your  having 
paid  Tyler  certain  sums  of  money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  they  were  notes  to  him. 

Question.  What  message  did  I  send  by  you  to  your  father,  and  what 
feelings  did  I  express  in  relation  to  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  at  the  time  of  the  conversation,  you  appeared 
to  be  very  angry  ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  the  conversation. 

Question..  Did  I  not  request  you  to  say  to  your  father  not  to  pay  any 
more  money  on  that  account,  and  that  I  disapproved  of  it  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  you  were  very  angry  at  the  time,  and  said 
something  to  that  effect ;  but  the  exact  words  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Did  I  not  also  tell  you  that  I  had  been  trying  to  see  your 
father  on  that  account  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  About  what  time  did  this  occur  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect;  it  was  sometime  before  General  GuUom 
went  out  of  office. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  business  transactions  with  the  Clerk  in 
any  way  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  more  than  bringing  up  here  the  bills  for  binding 
and  getting  the  money. 

Question.  Were  they  paid  regularly  and  promptly  ? 

Answer.  Not  always. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  reason  why? 

Answer.  Sometimes  when  I  brought  the  bills  up  here  the  General 
would  be  away,  and  I  would  have  to  wait  for  the  money  until  he  came 
back. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  CuUom  or  any  of  his  subordinates  ever  require 
you  to  make  any  discount,  suffer  any  shave,  or  anything  of  that  sort? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  they  ever  intimate  anything  of  the  sort  to  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  trouble  in  getting  your  money 
when  I  was  here  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud : 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  though  you  cannot  remember  the  precise 
words  of  the  conversation,  still  the  General  expressed  great  indigna- 
tion at  the  course  pursued  by  Tyler  towards  your  father  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  he  appeared  to  be  very  angry  at  the  time. 
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Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  your  father  say  anything  about  his 
Jason  for  not  going  to  see  General  CuUom? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  very  seldom  saw  him,  as  he  was  not  often  about 
lie  shop. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 
Question.  Did  you  not  know  the  fact  that  your  father  had  the  con- 
ract  before  you  knew  of  any  connexion  with  Mr.  Tyler  ? 
Answer.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Tyler  until  the  work  was  commenced  and 
iretty  well  under  way. 

J.  H.  TRETLER 

John  D.  Thomson  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  State  to  the  committee  whether  or  not  I  requested  you 
leveral  times  to  call  upon  Mr.  John  Tretler,  the  public  binder,  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  him  to  come  up  to  my  office,  as  I  wanted  to 
lee  him  ? 

Answer.  I  recollect  that  Mr.  Cullom  requested  me  several  times,  if 
[  saw  Mr.  Tretler,  to  tell  him  that  he  wanted  to  see  him.  General 
Cullom  was  walking  down  street  with  me  one  day  before  I  had  seen 
Ur.  Tretler,  and  requested  me  to  go  for  him,  as  he  wanted  to  see 
^im  about  some  complaints  of  the  binding.  I  went  to  his  shop,  but 
lid  not  see  him  at  that  time.  Afterwards  I  did  see  him  by  myself, 
md  I  told  him  for  what  reason  the  General  wished  to  see  him.  He 
'ben  intimated  to  me  something  about  his  having  some  business  trans- 
itions with  Mr.  Tyler.  I  think  he  intimated  to  me  that  he  was 
>aying  Mr.  Tyler  some  money  as  a  percentage  on  the  bills  he  was 
getting  him  to  cash,  or  something  of  that  sort,  and  he  thought  hard 
|f  it.    I  told  him  that,  from  what  I  had  heard  General  Cullom  say, 

was  certain  it  was  illegal,  and  he  ought  not  to  pay  Tyler  a  cent ; 
mt  that  he  should  go  up  immediately  and  see  Mr.  Cullom,  and  have 
he  thing  understood.  I  told  General  Cullom  what  I  thought  was 
he  reason  that  Mr.  Tretler  did  not  come  to  see  him.  General  Cul- 
Dtn  got  a  great  deal  excited  when  I  intimated  to  him  what  I  thought 
ras  the  cause,  and  said  that  if  it  was  so  he  would  break  up  the  whole 
ontract,  as  he  had  never  authorized  Mr.  Tyler  to  exact  a  cent  from 
Ir.  Tretler.  He  said  that  it  was  all  wrong,  and  told  me  to  tell  Mr. 
^retler  that  if  there  was  anything  of  that  kind  going  on  he  would 
•reak  up  the  whole  concern  and  take  the  work  away  from  him.  Mr. 
^retler  came  up  immediately  to  see  him  after  that,  and  I  believe 
hat  they  had  some  understanding  about  the  matter.  I  know  that 
General  Cullom  repudiated  the  whole  thing,  and  was  very  indignant 
bat  anything  of  the  kind  should  take  place. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  at  what  time  that  took  place  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  fix  the  time  exactly,  as  I  did  not  take  any  mem- 
randum  of  it.  I  think  it  was  during  the  latter  part  of  the  first 
^ion  of  the  thirty-fourth  Congress — the  long  session  ;  not  after  the 
lose,  but  somewhere  before  the  close  of  it. 

Question.  How  often  did  I  request  you  to  see  Mr.  Tretler  and  urge 
im  to  come  and  see  me  ? 
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Answer.  I  know  that  Beveral  times  a  day  70a  would  ask  me  if  I 
had  seen  him. 

Qaestion.  Do  you  know  the  fact  that  he  avoided  semng  me? 

Answer.  He  told  me  that  he  did  not  want  to  see  70a,  because  he 
was  not  treated  right  in  the  matter,  as  he  thought. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  In  your  former  testimony  you  stated  that  you  acted  as 
upholsterer  awhile  during  the  last  Congress  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Question.  And  I  believe  that  you  stated  that  you  furnished  some 
mirrors  at  $275  each  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  is  the  present  upholsterer  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  L.  F.  Clark. 

Question.  I  find  upon  looking  over  the  report  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
House,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  he  has  expended  the  contingent 
fund^  that  Mr.  Clark  is  put  down,  on  page  160,  as  having  furnished 
one  French  plate  mirror  at  $255  ;  another  at  $425 ;  and,  again,  a 
French  plate  mirror  for  $250  ;  another  at  $430  ;  one  at  $250 ;  and 
another  at  $450.  Do  you  know  anything  about  these  mirrors  that 
were  furnished  by  Mr.  Clark  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  enoueh  to  testify  that  they  have  all  been 
furnished,  or  anything  of  that  kind. 

Question.  What  I  want  to  know  is,  how  they  compare  with  those 
that  you  furnished. 

Answer.  Being  interested  in  the  former  mirror  business,  I  took  the 
trouble  to  look  into  this  matter  ;  and  I  think  that  these  mirrors  that 
he  charges  from  $425  to  $600  for  are  of  about  the  same  value  as  those 
which  I  furnished  and  charged  $275  for.  I  think  they  are  about  the 
same  size ;  they  may  vary  a  little — be  an  inch  or  two  larger  or  smaller. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud: 

Question.  For  what  rooms  were  these  mirrors  at  $450  furnished? 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect  exactly.  It  is  stated  in  that  report  for 
which  room  each  one  was  furnished.  I  think  that  two  were  furnished 
for  the  Clerks  at  a  total  of  $850 ;  and  I  noticed  in  the  report  that  one 
was  furnished  for  the  Speaker's  room  at  $1,625. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Do  you  say  that  you  furnished  such  mirrors  as  those  in 
the  Clerk's  room  for  $250? 

Answer.  Those  for  the  Clerk's  room  I  know  only  from  reading  in 
this  report  of  the  Clerk,  which  gives  their  price.  I  have  not  seen 
them. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud: 

Question.  Do  you  remember  for  what  committee  rooms  you  fur- 
nished the  $250  mirrors? 

Answer.  I  did  not  furnish  any  $250  mirrors ;  for  all  that  I  fur- 
nished I  charged  $275. 
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uestion.  Do  you  remember  for  what  committee  rooms  you  furnished 

Q? 

nswer.  I  cannot  now  remember ;  I  could  tell  by  reference  to  my 
3rs. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

uestion.  What  I  wish  to  get  at  is  whether  Mr.  Clark  has  charged 

}  for  mirrors  of  the  same  kind  that  you  furnished  for  $275.     How 

lat? 

nswer.  I  can  see  no  difference.     I  furnished  committee  rooms  the 

e  as  he  did  ;  I  took  up  all  tbe  space  over  the  mantel-pieces,  and 

ould  do  nothing  more  than  that. 

ow  I  wish  to  say  a  word  in  relation  to  the  matter  of  window  cur- 

s,  in  regard  to  which  I  was  cross-questioned  when  I  testified  here 

re.     I  think  my  charges  will  compare  very  fevorably  with  his 

rges  for  the  same  articles. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

luestion.  State  what  you  think  is  the  comparison. 
Luswer.  I  noticed  all  through  this  report  of  the  Clerk's  expendi- 
is  that  Mr.  Clark  has  charged  from  $130  to  $150  per  window.     I 
ik  a  fair  and  liberal  price  would  have  been  $40  or  $50  a  window. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

luestion.  Have  you  examined  these  curtains? 
luswer.  I  have  seen  them  as  I  passed  by.  Being  a  judge  of  the 
cle  I  can  tell  at  a  glance  what  they  are  worth.  Those  curtains 
made  of  a  material  that  costs  from  $1  75  to  $2  a  yard,  just  ao- 
ling  to  how  he  bought  it.  If  he  bought  it  at  wholesale  he  could 
it  for  $1  75  a  yard  ;  if  he  bought  just  enough  for  a  single  window 
.  time  he  would  have  to  pay  $2  a  yard.  His  curtains  are  of  single 
f ;  mine  were  of  broadcloth  at  $3  50  or  $4  a  yard,  and  are  lined 
the  way  through. 

By  the  Chairman : 
(uestion.  What  is  the  charge  for  the  curtains  in  the  room  of  the 
imittee  on  Claims  ? 

inswer.  I  did  not  furnish  that  room ;  but  all  the  curtains  I  have 
I  are  single,  except  those  in  the  Speaker's  room,  and  they  are 
rged  at  $300  a  window. 

JNO.  D.  THOMSON. 

February  15,  1859. 
k>BKRT  E.  Elliot  called  and  examined : 

By  Mr.  Davis : 
Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 
inswer.  In  this  city. 
Question.  What  is  your  occupation  ? 
Luswer.  I  am  a  clerk  in  the  Globe  office. 

Question.  Have  you  taken  a  trip,  for  the  Globe  office,  north  and 
it  within  the  last  year  or  two  ? 
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Answer.  I  did  last  fall. 

Question.  During  that  trip,  did  you  visit  any  of  the  libraries  where 
Mr.  Cullom  was  directed  by  the  joint  resolution  of  Congress  to  deposit 
certain  books — Congressional  Globe,  &c.? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  State  to  the  committee  which  of  the  libraries  you  visited, 
the  number  of  volumes  you  found  there,  and  the  condition  in  which 
you  found  them  in  the  various  libraries  ? 

Answer.  After  my  return  from  that  trip,  I  embodied  the  result  of 
my  examination  in  a  statement,  which  I  furnished  to  Mr.  Bives. 

Question.  Have  you  that  statement  with  you? 

Answer.  Yes. 

Question.  Is  it  in  your  own  handwriting  ? 

Answer.  Yes. 

Question.  Read  it  to  the  committee. 

Answer.  It  is  as  follows : 

Jlqx>rt. 

No.  1.  Mercantih  Library  Asaociattony  CincinncUi,  Ohio. — Examined 
this  library,  and  found  forty-one  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe 
and  Appendix,  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  Finances,  and  three  sets  of  the  Diplomatic  Corre- 
spondence, twelve  volumes  in  each  set,  from  one  to  twelve  inclusiTe, 
each  set  bound  in  a  diflferent  style  ;  printed  by  Jared  Sparks.  Hon. 
Timothy  C.  Day  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  2.  McClure  Library  Association  y  Greensburg^  Jndtana.— Examined 
this  library,  and  found  forty-three  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe 
and  Appendix,  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  Finances,  none  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence. 
Hon.  Will.  Cumback  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  3.  Marion  County  Library,  Indianapolis^  Indiana. — Examined 
this  library,  and  found  forty-six  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Glolie 
and  Appendix,  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  Finances,  and  seven  volumes  of  the  Diplomatic  Cor- 
respondence ;  published  by  F.  P.  Blair ;  covers  in  bad  order.  Hon. 
Lucien  Barbour  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  4.  McClure  Workingmen* s  Association^  Terre  Haute,  Indiana.— 
Examined  this  library,  and  found  forty-three  volumes  of  the  Con- 
gressional Globe  and  Appendix,  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the 
Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  on  the  Finances,  none  of  the  Diplomatic 
Correspondence.     Hon.  H.  D.  Scott  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  5.  Manual  Labor  and  Workman's  Institute,  Richmond,  Indiana.— 
Examined  this  library,  and  found  thirty-seven  volumes  of  the  Con- 
gressional Globe  and  Appendix — some  of  them  in  a  bad  condition, 
being  much  worn  and  scratched,  &c.;  a  mark  showing  that  a  label 
was  taxen  from  the  cover  of  the  volume  for  the  second  session  of  the 
twenty-seventh  Congress — ^seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  ^t^ 
taries  of  the  Treasury  on  the  Finances,  none  of  the  DiptonuUic 
Correspondence.  I  was  informed  by  the  librarian  that  Cullom  stated 
in  a  letter  to  him  (the  librarian)  that  the  books  which  were  not  sent 
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could  not  be  procured  at  the  price  allowed  for  them  by  Congress. 
Hon.  D.  P.  Holloway  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  6.  Seneca  Library  Association,  Tiffiny  Ohio. — Exan^ined  this 
library,  and  found  thirty-seven  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe 
and  Appendix — some  of  them  in  bad  order  ;  also  marks  showing  that 
labels  had  been  taken  from  the  covers  of  the  volumes  for  the  1st  session 
of  the  26th  Congress  (volume  8)  and  the  2d  sessionof  the  28th  Congress — 
seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  on  the 
Finances,  none  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence.  Hon.  C.  K.  Watson 
representative  at  the  time. 

No.  7.  Young  Men's  Association,  Toledo,  Ohio, — Examined  this 
library,  and  found  thirty-seven  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe 
and  Appendix — some  of  them  much  worn,  and  soiled  by  dampness  ; 
also  marks  showing  that  labels  were  taken  from  the  covers  of  the 
volumes  for  2d  session  29th  Congress  and  1st  session  31st  Congress, 
volume  21 — also  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  Finances ;  none  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence. 
Hon.  Richard  Nott  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  8.  Oberlin  College  Library  Association,  Oberlin,  Ohio, — Examined 
this  library,  and  found  forty-eight  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe 
and  Appendix — some  of  them  much  worn,  and  soiled  by  dampness — 
also  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury 
on  the  Finances  ;  none  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence.  Hon.  P. 
Bliss  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  9.  Barclay  Association,  Brookville,  Jefferson  County,  Penn. — 
Examined  this  library,  and  found  forty- three  volumes  of  the  Con- 
gressional Globe  and  Appendix — all  of  them  very  much  worn,  and 
soiled  by  dampness  ;  a  mark  showing  that  a  label  was  taken  from  the 
cover  of  volume  20,  2d  session  30th  Congress — seven  volumes  of  the 
Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  on  the  Finances — in  a  bad 
condition — none  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence.  Hon.  D.  Barclay 
representative  at  the  time. 

No.  10.  Dickinson  Seminary,  Williamsport,  Pennsylvania. — ^Ex- 
amined this  library,  and  found  thirty-seven  volumes  of  the  Con- 
gressional Globe  and  Appendix — much  worn  and  soiled — seven  volumes 
of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  on  the  Finance,  none 
of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence.  Hon.  J.  J.  Pearce  representative. 
No.  11.  Scientific  Association,  Pottsville,  Pennsylvania. — Examined 
this  library,  and  found  forty-three  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe 
and  Appendix,  some  of  them  being  much  worn  and  soiled  by  damp- 
ness, seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury 
on  the  Finances,  none  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence.  Hon.  J, 
H.  Campbell  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  12.  Richland  Library,  Quakertown,  Bucks  county,  Pennsyl- 
vania.— Examined  this  library,  and  found  forty-three  volumes  of  the 
Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of 
the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  on  the  Finances,  and  two  sets  of  the 
Diplomatic  Correspondence,  one  of  twelve  and  the  other  of  seven 
volumes  ;  I  was  informed  by  Mr  Bradshaw  ex-member  of  Congress, 
that  the  above  mentioned  sets  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  have 
been  in  the  library  for  twenty  years,  and  that  they  received  none  with 
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the  books  which  Mr.  Cullom  8ent  them.     Hon.  J.  C.  Bradshaw  repre- 
sentative at  the  time. 

No.  13.  Seamen's  Fritnda  Society  J  No.  30,  WaU  street.  New  York. — 
I  called  at  this  library  but  could  not  see  any  of  the  Congressional 
Globe  and  Appendix,  Diplomatic  Correspondence  or  Finance  Beports, 
there  is  none  in  the  library.  I  was  informed  by  Mr.  Loomis,  (the  man 
who  receipted  for  the  books^  that  they  were  where  they  could  be  had; 
he  Mr.  L.,  intimated  that  they  were  in  possession  of  Hon.  Mr.  Childs. 
Hon.  Thos.  Childs,  jr.  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  14.  Apprentice  Library^  No,  472,  Broadway^  New  York, — 
Called  at  this  library  but  could  not  see  the  books,  they  had  been 
removed  from  the  shelves  and  put  away  in  boxes  to  make  room  for 
improvements  in  the  library  rooms.  I  saw  the  annual  report  of  the 
librarian  for  1858,  which  stated,  that  thirty-five  volumes  of  Congres- 
sional Globe  and  Appendix  had  been  received  from  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  by  an  order  of  Hon,  Mr.  Kelly.  Hon.  John 
Kelly  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  15.  Brooklyn  Atheneuniy  Brooklyn j  New  York. — ^Examined  this 
library,  and  found  forty-seven  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and 
Appendix ;  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  Finances,  none  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence. 
Hon.  J,  G.  S.  Stranahan  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  16.  Yorkville  Library  Association,  YorkviUe,  New  York.— 
Examined  this  library,  and  found  forty-three  volumes  of  the  Congres- 
sional Globe  and  Appendix,  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Sec- 
retaries of  the  Treasury  on  the  Finances,  none  of  the  Diplomatic  Cor- 
respondence.    Hon.  A.  Wakeman  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  17.  Citizens*  Library  Association,  Gloucester,  Massajchusetts. — 
Examined  this  library,  and  found  thirty-nine  volumes  of  the  Congres- 
sional Globe  and  Appendix^  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the 
Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  on  the  Finances,  none  of  the  Diplomatic 
Correspondence.     Hon.  T.  Davis  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  18.  BeadvUle  Library,  BeadviUe,  Massachusetts. — ^Examined 
this  library,  and  found  thirty-seven  volumes  of  the  Congressional 
Globe  and  Appendix,  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries 
of  the  Treasury  on  the  Finances,  none  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspond- 
ence.    Hon.  W.  G.  Damrell  representative  at  the  time. 

No.  19.  State  Library,  Concord,  New  Hampshire. — Examined  this 
library,  and  found  thirty-three  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe 
and  Appendix.  The  volumes  which  are  missing  are  the  three  volumes 
of  the  Congressional  Globe  for  the  1st  session  of  the  33d  Congress, 
and  the  Appendix  for  the  2d  session  of  32d  Congress  ;  seven  volumes 
of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  on  the  Finances, 
none  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence.  Hon.  M.  W.  Tappan  repre- 
sentative at  the  time. 

No.  20.  Mercantile  Library  Association,  Baltimore,  Maryland. — 
Examined  this  library,  and  found  fifty-eight  volumes  of  the  Congres- 
sional Globe  and  Appendix,  five  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Secre- 
taries of  the  Treasury  on  the  Finances.  The  volumes  of  the  Finance 
Reports  which  I  could  not  find  were  volumes  six  and  seven,  none  of 
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Diplomatic  Correspondence.     Hon.  H.  Winter  Davis  representa- 
at  tbe  time. 

b.  21.  Maryland  Inatiiutty  BaUimore^  Maryland. — Examined  this 
iry,  and  foand  seventy-six  volumes  of  the  Congressional  Globe 
Appendix,  seven  volumes  of  the  Reports  of  the  Secretaries  of  the 
isury  on  the  Finances,  none  of  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence. 
I.  J.  Morrison  Harris  representative  at  the  time, 
o.  12.  Washington  CoUege  IMyrary  AaaodaJtUm^  Chestertoumj  Kent 
iy^  Maryland  — Examined  this  library,  and  found  seventy-one 
imes  of  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  seven  volumes  of 
orts  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury  on  the  Finances,  none  of 
Diplomatic  Correspondence.  Hon.  J.  B.  Ricaud  representative  at 
time. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud 

aestion.  What  induced  you  to  visit  the  library  in  my  town, 
nswer.  I  was  requested  to  look  into  this  library, 
uestion.  Who  requested  you  to  do  so  ? 
nswer.  Mr.  Rives. 

By  Mr.  Davis  :  ^ 

uestion.  Is  that  all  that  you  know  about  the  matter  ? 
nswer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman : 

uestion.  When  did  you  make  this  trip  ? 

nswer.  Between  the  20th  of  October  and  the  first  of  December 

fall. 

uestion.  At  whose  instance  ? 

nswer.  I  was  employed  by  Mr.  Rives  as  an  agent  to  obtain  sub- 

^rs  for  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix. 

uestion.  Who  paid  your  expenses  ? 

nswer.  Mr.  Rives. 

uestion.  Who  directed  you  to  go  to  these  libraries  and  make  this 

nination  ? 

nswer.  Mr.  Rives  gave  me  a  list  of  those  libraries  he  desired  me 

Lsit  and  examine  ? 

aestion.  Did  Mr.  Rives  state  to  you  why  he  wanted  you  to  go 

nd  and  make  this  examination  ? 

nswer.  He  told  me  what  he  desired  me  to  do,  and  I  understood 

he  wanted  me  to  do  it. 

aestion.  Was  it  for  the  purpose  of  this  investigation  ? 
nswer.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  knew  nothing  about  this  investigation 

save  that  it  had  been  instituted. 

aestion.   ^ejs  his  object  to  use  what  information  you  might  get 
annexion  with  this  investigation  ? 

aswer.  I  do  not  know  what  his  object  was  in  connexion  with  this 
itigation. 

lestion.  You  said  you  understood  very  well  why  he  wanted  you 
>  it. 
aswer.  Yes  ;  I  thought  his  object  was  to  find  out  if  certain  books 

in  those  libraries. 
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By  Mr.  Bicand : 

Question.  Were  there  any  other  books  ordered  by  Congress  in  the 
library  in  my  town  ? 

Answer.  I  was  not  requested  to  look  for  any  but  these  works  ;  the 
Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  Diplomatic  Correspondence,  and 
the  Finance  Reports. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  You  then  went  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  what  books 
published  and  for  sale  by  Mr.  Biyes  were  on  hand  and  what  were  not, 
with  a  view  that  he  might  get  an  order  to  supply  the  deficient 
volumes  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not. 

Question.  What  was  it  then  ? 

Answer.  I  said  that  I  went  as  agent  for  the  Congressional  Globe 
and  Appendix  to  obtain  subscribers.  And  I  was  requested  in  addi- 
tion to  that  duty  to  look  into  these  libraries  and  see  if  these  particular 
books  were  there. 

Question.  For  wh^t  purpose  did  he  want  that  done.  You  say  it 
had  no  reference  to  this  investigation^  or  to  get  an  order  to  supply 
the  deficiency.     What  was  the  reason  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  what  Mr.  Rives'  motive  was. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Bives  as  to  the  object 
he  had  in  view  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Did  he  instruct  you  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the 
books  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  He  did  not  state  the  purpose  of  the  examination? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Ricaud  : 

Question.  Did  you  look  in  the  Chestertown  library  for  any  other 
works  except  the  Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  Diplomatic 
Correspondence,  and  Finance  Reports  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not  look  for  any  other  work  in  any  library. 
By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  These  are  the  books  in  which  Mr.  Rives  is  interested  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  CuUom : 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  this  work,  the  "  Diplomatic  Corres- 
pondence," was  not  charged  in  my  accounts,  except  some  few  sets  I 
could  procure  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  had  no  knowledge  upon  that  subject  until  ray 
return.  I  then  learned  that  they  were  not  charged  at  the  time  I 
started.     I  was  under  the  impression  that  they  were  charged. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  fact  that  Mr.  Rives  would  not  let  me 
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re  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  at  the  catalogue  prices  fixed  by 

7? 

A^nswer.  I  do  not  know  that. 

Question.  What  does  he  ask  for  them  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  anything  in  regard  to  the  prices  ;  my  duties 

)  in  another  department. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  is  the  present  price  and  what  was  the 

•mer  price  asked  by  Mr.  Hives  for  the  Diplomatic  Correspondence  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say,  but  I  think  it  is  $5  per  volume. 

By  Mr.  Curry  : 

Question.  Have  you  any  connexion  with  the  sale  of  the  books  in 
le  Globe  office  ? 
Answer.  None  at  all. 

By  the  Chairman : 
Qaestion.  Then,  as  I  understand  it,  you  know  nothing  except  the 
«t8  which  you  have  deposed  to  here  in  regard  to  the  number  of  books 
i  those  libraries,  and  the  condition  they  were  in,  which  information 
oa  got  by  the  direction  and  while  in  the  emptoyment  of  Mr.  Bives, 
ith  no  knowledge  of  the  use  which  he  proposed  to  make  of  such 
iformation  ? 
Answer.  I  know  nothing  more  than  I  have  stated. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  fact  that  a  great  many  of  the  books  oT 
'hich  you  speak  have  been  distributed  by  the  present  incumbent  of 
be  Clerk's  office? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  the  fact.   I  stated  in  as  clear  terms  as  I  pos- 
ibly  could  what  I  saw.     I  do  not  know  who  put  these  books  there  ;  I , 
now  they  are  there,  and  in  the  condition  I  have  stated. 

ROBERT  K.  ELLIOT. 

WiLUAM  P.  Ingram  recalled. 
By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Qaestion.  Was  the  entire  fund  used  and  disbursed  by  the  Clerk's 
Bee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  from  the  day  of  my  election  to 
e  hour  of  my  leaving  office  under  your  control  and  management 
tirely  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  did  all  the  business  of  that  kind,  except  when 
nporarily  absent,  when  Mr.  John  Bailey  took  charge  of  it.  This 
M  only  on  two  different  occasions. 

Question.  In  your  final  settlement,  did  you  find  your  funds  pre- 
ely  as  they  had  been  drawn  upon- your  requisitions? 
Answer.  Precisely,  to  a  cent.  When  I  settled  with  the  Treasurer 
counted  up  my  checks  that  I  had  drawn,  and  it  left  a  balance  on 
nd  corresponding  precisely  to  the  balance  which  your  account  called 
'  to  a  cent. 

Question.  And  the  accounts  were  finally  closed  and  settled  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir.     [See  Appendix  to  this  deposition.] 
Qaestion.  In  that  settlement  did  I  not  charge  myself  with  the  sala- 
H.  Rep.  Com.  188 35 
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ries  of  those  clerks,  of  which  there  has  heen  a  great  deal  said,  Mr. 
Burnett,  Mr.  Stanton,  &c.,  and  settle  it  at  the  treasury  ? 

Answer.  Certainly. 

Question.  Was  that  money  ever  drawn  out? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  it  was  never  drawn  out  from  the  gc^vernment 
funds. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 

Question.  When  was  the  charge  made  by  Mr.  CuUom  ? 

Answer.  The  checks  were  drawn  upon  the  deposit  for  these  salaries, 
and  the  account  was  charged  and  credited  with  the  amount,  leaving 
the  fund  the  same  as  though  the  checks  had  never  been  drawn.  So 
far  as  the  treasury  settlement  was  concerned,  that  was  not  made  until 
after  the  last  session  of  Congress. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 
Question.  Was  that  owing  to  my  accounts  being  suspended  herebj 
this  investigation  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Horton  : 

Question.  I  understand  this  :  that  these  checks  were  signed  and 
then  given  back  by  these  clerks,  and  taken  by  you  and  put  into  the 
safe.     How  long  did  these  checks  lie  there  ? 

Answer.  The  checks  were  passed  over  to  the  credit  of  the  Clerk  in 
a  little  while  afterwards,  I  suppose. 

Question.  Were  they  credited  to  Mr.  Cullom  in  your  account? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Soon  after  they  were  drawn? 

Answer,  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  you  debit  him  with  the  amount  of  these 
checks? 

Answer.  The  checks  were  drawn  payable  to  the  parties ;  but  upon 
the  subsequent  settlement  at  the  bank:  the  checks  were  placed  to  the 
credit  of  the  Clerk  in  my  bank  account.  We  kept  the  deposit  at  that 
time  at  the  banking-house  of  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.,  or,  rather,  with  Mr. 
Suter  himself.  I  think  this  was  not  long  afterwards — a  few  days  or 
weeks. 

Question.  Mr.  Suter  was  credited  by  the  amount  of  these  checks 
paid  to  Mr.  Cullom  credited  in  your  bank  account  ^ 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  Mr.  Cullom  pay  back  the  money  ? 

Answer.  The  money  was  never  drawn  out  at  all.  It  amounted  to 
the  same  thing  as  though  the  checks  had  never  been  drawn. 

Question.  When  was  this  amount  passed. over  to  the  fund  again? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember ;  it  was  not  long  ;  it  was  a  few  days  or 
a  few  weeks,  at.  furthest. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Do  you  remember  my  ordering  you  to  do  it  right  away  ? 

Answer.  "Ves,  sir. 

Question.  When  were  the  checks  drawn  ? 
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Answer.  In  the  month  of  December,  1836,  and  the  amoant  was 
larged  in  the  accounts  not  long  afterwards. 

By  Mr.  Horton : 
Question.  When  was  the  change  made  in  the  deposit  ? 
Answer.  It  was  soon  after  the  third  session  of  the  34th  Congress 
lat  the  money  was  drawn  from  Mr.  Suter  and  deposited  in   the 
easury. 

By  Mr.  Curry  : 

Question.  Why  did  you  draw  these  checks  at  all? 

Answer.  It  was  understood  that  it  should  be  done. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  require  you  to  get  up  these  checks  for 
hem  to  endorse  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  was  the  general  understanding  about  it. 

Question.  What  did  Mr.  Cullom  say  ? 

Answer.  That  was  my  impression  that  such  was  the  understanding. 

Question.  As  desired  by  Mr.  Cullom  ? 

Answer.  I  have  an  impression  that  it  was  desired  from  all  parties. 
I  do  not  know  whether  there  was  any  special  requirement  or  not ; 
perhaps  Mr.  Cullom  told  me  so. 

By  Mr.  Bicaud : 

Question.   Then  the  money  for  these  checks  was  nevet  drawn 
it  all? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Neither  by  Mr.  Cullom  or  anybody  else  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Curry : 

Question.  Was  it  understood  at  the  time  they  were  made  out  that 
ke  money  was  never  to  be  drawn  on  them  ? 

Answer.  I  never  understood  anything  about  it,  except  that  the 
lerks  were  not  to  have  their  salaries,  but  according  to  agreement  they 
^ere  to  receipt  the  proper  papers. 

Question.  Why  have  these  papers  if  there  was  no  money  to  be 
rawn? 

Answer.  It  arose  from  the  unnecessary  original  arrangement ;  as  I 
nderstood  that  it  was  by  their  request  to  have  their  names  remain 
[K)n  the  pay  roll  as  the  employes  of  the  House. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  If  their  names  remained  upon  the  pay  roll  it  was  necessary 
lat  they  should  receipt  in  order  to  prevent  them  some  years  hence 
om  going  to  the  treasury  department  and  claiming  the  money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  there  would  be  evidence  of  claim  if  there  were 
d  receipts. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  They  never  got  the  money  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
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By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  If  their  names  remained  upon  the  pay  roll,  their  salaries 
for  that  time  became  a  charge  against  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  the  receipting,  as  you  call  it,  was  a  counterbalance 
in  favor  of  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Kicaud : 

ijuestion.  Did  Mr.  Cullom  tell  you  to  draw  the  money  upon  these 
^checks  and  let  it  remain  in  your  hands  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir;  he  never  did. 

By  Mr.  Cullom  : 

Question.  Did  I  not  order  you  to  consider  this  money  as  so  much  of 
the  funds  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carry : 

Question.  When  was  that  instruction  given  to  you? 

Answer.  It  was  prior  to  the  removal  of  the  deposits  from  Mr.  Sater, 
and  they  were  removed  soon  after  the  passage  of  the  law  requiring  the 
deposit  to  be  removed  to  the  treasury. 

By  Mr.  Davis : 

Question.  Then  all  the  money  drawn  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Honeeof 
Representatives  was  properly  paid  out  under  law  and  to  proper  persons? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  every  dollar  of  it. 

Question.  And  there  was  no  misapplication  and  no  misuse  of  the 
government  money  in  any  way  or  manner  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  | 

By  the  Chairman :  f 

Question.  I  wish  to  ask  you  some  questions  in  reference  to  the  two  ^ 
requisitions  for  $50,000  and  for  $10,000,  about  which  a  great  deal  was  k 
flaid  at  the  treasury  department.  Explain  the  circumstances  under  ^ 
which  the  $50,000  and  the  $10,000  requisitions  were  drawn. 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Buck  drew  the  $50,000  requisition;  I  did  net 
•draw  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  drawing  of  it? 
^  Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  do;  only  that  there  was  such  a  requi- 
sition. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  $10,000  requisition? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  drew  that. 

Question.  Why  did  you  draw  for  that  amount  and  not  for  a  larger 
sum? 

Answer.  I  drew  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  employes  of  the  House 
their  extra  compensation  under  the  resolution  of  thiB  first  session  of 
the  34th  Congress.  I  drew  $10,000  and  no  more,  because  that  was 
about  as  much,  with  what  I  had  on  hand,  as  I  was  entitled  to  under 
the  bond.     The  amount  to  pay  them  all  their  extra  compensation  was 
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more  than  that.     Bat  under  the  treasury  regulations  I  was  not  allowed 
to  draw  for  the  full  amount  at  that  time. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  Could  you  have  more  than  $20,000  of  that  contingent 
fund  on  hand  at  a  time  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  intended  as  soon  as  I  had  exhausted  that  amount 
to  draw  for  the  balance  to  pay  th^m  all;  to  pay  the  mail  boys,  clerks, 
and  everybody  else  im^luded  under  the  resolution;  that  is  the  reason 
why  more  than  flO^iOO  was  not  drawn  at  time;  because,  with  the 
other  moneys  then  on  hand,  I  could  not  draw  more;  I  usually  re- 
plenished before  I  was  entirely  out,  because  it  sometimes  took  two  or 
three  days  before  I  got  a^equisition  through  the  treasury,  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  attending  a  cabinet  meeting,  or  something  of 
that  sort;  it  was  my  intention  and  desire  to  pay  all  entitled  under  the 
resolution,  without  delay  or  distinction  as  to  class,  as  may  be  seen  by 
reference  to  lists  of  names  furnished  Ist  Comptroller  of  Treasury  De- 
partment. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Was  this  a  part  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  The  requisition  for  the  $50,000  was  upon  a  special  fund? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Cullom : 

Question.  In  reference  to  that  $50,000  do  you  remember  being 
present  in  my  office  when  I  called  all  the  clerks  in  to  consult  as  to 
what  I  should  do  in  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  Yes^  sir;  I  know  that  there  was  a  general  consultation 
about  it. 

Question.  Was  there  not  some  question  as  to  whether  it  belonged 
to  the  fimd,  or  as  to  whether  it  was  a  special  appropriation  that  might 
be  drawn  for  a  larger  amount  than  the  bond  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  not  my  object,  as  I  stated,  to  be  able  to  go  home  and 
leave  a  fund  here  at  your  command  to  go  on  and  fix  up  this  book 
matter  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  so;  it  was  rather  out  of  the  usual  order 
of  disbursing  business,  and  Mr.  Buck  was  consulted  as  to  the  proper 
order  of  drawing  that  requisition;  I  drew  every  other  requisition 
drawn  in  the  office  during  your  term  except  that. 

By  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Mr.  Buck  had  been  in  the  office  longer  than  you  had? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

W.  P.  INGRAM. 
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Tbeasubt  Dbpa&tmbnt, 

GompiroUer'8  Office,  July  29,  1858. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  advise  you  that  your  acoounta  as  Clerk  of  the  House 
of  Bepresentatiyes  have  been  settled  and  closed  upon  the  books  of  the 
treasury. 

Respectfully,  yours, 

W.  MEDILL, 
^  Comptroller. 

Wm.  Cullom,  Esq., 

Late  Clerk  Howe  of  SepresefUcUives,  United  States, 

The  amount  of  money  removed  from  the  hands  of  T.  B.  Snter, 
agent,  and  deposited  with  United  States  Treasurer,  was  $4,631  95, 
being  Aill  amount  of  government  funds  then  on  hand,  April  1, 1857, 
including  the  $1,800  withheld  from  Messrs.  Bailey,  Greenlease,  Bur- 
nett and  Stanton,  which  latter  amount  reverted  to  the  credit  of  the 
appropriation  for  map  clerks,  &c. 

W.  P.  INGRAM. 

Hon.  Horace  Maykard,  Chairman. 

New  York  Cmr, 
Astor  House,  September  22,  1858. 

In  the  matter  of  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  Hon.  William  Cullom, 
late  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  Hugk 
Tyler,  esq.,  a  witness  produced,  sworn,  and  examined,  deposeth  and 
says : 

Question.  Do  you  know  William  Cullom,  the  late  Clerk  of  tlie 
House  of  Representatives  ? 

Answer.  He  does. 

Question.  Had  you  any  office  or  appointment  under  him,  or  any 
contract  of  any  kind ;  if  so,  state  it  ? 

Answer.  He  had  no  office  ;  he  had  a  contract  with  him,  made  in 
the  early  part  of  the  1st  session  of  the  34th  Congress,  and  which  con- 
tract was  in  writing,  and  in  the  possession  of  said  Cullom.  The 
contract  was  to  furnish  books  ordered  for  that  Congress. 

Question.  Did  you,  under  said  contract,  furnish  oooks ;  and  if  yea, 
what  books  ? 

Answer.  He  furnished  the  books,  ordered  under  the  resolution  to 
furnish  certain  members  with  books,  to  a  small  extent,  a  list  of 
which,  marked  A.  is  herewith  annexed.  This  deponent,  before  com- 
pleting the  contract,  turned  the  same  over  to  Taylor  &  Maury. 

Question.  Did  you,  under  said  contract,  agree  to  pay  any  per 
centage  or  bonus  of  any  kind  to  said  Cullom  ;  or  did  said  Cullom,  in 
any  way,  directly  or  indirectly,  receive  any  part  or  portion  of  any 
profits  growing  out  of  said  contract? 

Answer.  He  did  not;  nor  did  General  Cullom,  in  any  way, 
directly  or  indirectly,  receive  any  profit  or  per  centage  upon  said 
contract. 
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Question.  Did  General  Cullom  at  any  time  require,  before  the 
ezecQtion  of  said  contract,  that  he  should  be  paid  for  the  same,  or 
make  it  a  condition  precedent  to  the  execution  of  the  same. 

Answer.  He  did  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  contract  or  agreement  of  any  kind 
made  by  General  Cullom,  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives, 
by  which  he  was  to  be  paid  any  per  centage  or  bonus  of  any  kind  ? 

Answer.  He  does  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  dereliction  on  the  part  of  General 
[yullom,  as  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  or  any  act  which 
irould  go  to  show  misfeasance  or  malfeasance  of  any  kind  or  nature 
m  the  part  of  said  Clerk  ;  if  so,  state  it  fully  ? 

Answer.  He  knows  nothing  of  the  conduct  of  said  Clerk  in  any 
natter  or  way,  except  that  which  came  under  the  performance  of  the 
contract  to  supply  the  books  as  above  stated ;  and  he  has  no 
knowledge  of  any  fact  or  act  which  would  tend  to  show  misfeasance 
)r  malfeasance,  or  corruption  of  any  kind,  on  the  part  of  said  Clerk, 
[n  all  the  intercourse  with  said  Clerk  witness  found  his  conduct  to  be 
bhat  of  an  honorable  and  correct  gentleman. 

H.  TYLER 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  in  the  presence  of 

J.  B.  BICAUD, 
Member  of  the  Committee. 


ONGRESS,  )    HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES.    (  Report 
essum.      )  (  No .  189. 
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PRINTING. 


Fbbrxjabt  28,  1859. — Laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


ORGS  Tatlor,  from  the  select  committee  appointed  to  investi- 
the  accounts  of  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing, 
the  following 

REPORT. 

^d  committee  appointed  to  investigate  the  aocourUa  of  the  hie 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  unanimoudy  report : 

resolution  creating  the  committee  was  adopted  by  the  House 
esentatives  on  the  23d  day  of  December  last,  but  the  com- 
mas not  announced  until  the  17th  day  of  January.  On  the 
y  of  January  the  committee  organized,  and,  in  pursuance  of  a 
on  of  the  House,  appointed  Theodore  F.  Andrews  their  clerk 
lographer.  Tour  committee  began  the  examination  by  calling 
sent  Superintendent,  George  W.  Bowman,  before  them,  in  or- 
scertain  how  the  office  of  Superintendent  is  organized.  It  is 
bo  state  that  the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing 
Eited  by  the  act  approved  the  26th  day  of  August,  1852.  The 
perintendent  died  within  a  year  after  his  appointment.  Mr. 
,  whose  accounts  your  committee  were  directed  to  investigate, 
t  appointed  in  the  fall  of  1853.     He  was  reappointed  in  De- 

1855,  and  continued  in  office  until  December,  1857,  at  which 

was  succeeded  by  the  present  Superintendent, 
^mmittee  have  confined  their  examinations  as  nearly  as  pos- 

the  period  of  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency — that  is,  from 
«r,  1863,  to  December,  1857.  Much  irrelevant  testimony  has 
cen  by  reason  of  the  nature  of  the  examination,  and  from  the 
y  imposed  upon  the  committee  to  resort  to  every  expedient  to 
cts  from  reluctant  witnesses.  While  the  entire  record  is  pre- 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House,  the  committee  base  their 
ipon  such  facts  only  as  have  been  established  by  direct  and 
(ut  testimony. 

committee  have  given  to  the  subject  entrusted  to  them  as 
h  an  examination  as  their  limited  time  allowed ;  and  they 
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believe  that  as  many  material  facts  have  been  developed  as  was  pos- 
sible under  the  peculiar  and  embarrassing  circumstances  under  whicli 
they  have  acted.     They  deem  it  proper  here  to  state  that,  both  wiih 
reference  to  the  attendance  of  witnesses  summoned,  (two  of  whom  they 
felt  obliged  to  report  specially  to  the  House  for  contumacy,)  and  wiili 
reference  to  the  extreme  difficulty  experienced  in  obtaining  trom  some 
of  the  witnesses  the  disclosure  of  facts  evidently  within  their  knowledge, 
the  investigation  has  been  attended  with  difficulties  of  no  ordinary 
character,  and  that  owing  to  these  difficulties  many  material  matters 
are  suggested  in  the  evidence  which  it  has  not  been  in  the  power  ol 
the  committee  fully  to  disclose. 

It  has  been  found  that  the  books  of  the  late  Superintendent  have 
been  kept  in  a  manner  so  loose  and  negligent  as  to  make  it  almost 
impossible  to  ascertain  with  any  proper  correctness  the  condition  of 
the  accounts  between  his  office  and  the  government.  The  testimony 
of  Dr.  Quail  shows  that  it  cannot  be  ascertained  from  those  books, 
within  some  hundreds  of  reams,  how  much  paper  was  received,  nor 
how  much  was  delivered  to  the  public  printer  ;  and  that  neither  those 
accounts  nor  the  account  of  paper  on  hand  can  be  balanced. 

Large  invoices  of  paper  were  received  without  any  inspection,  and 
sometimes  by  an  irresponsible  party  in  the  employ  of  the  public  printer. 
A  laborer  or  watchman  in  Mr.  Wendell's  office  appears  to  have  had, 
to  a  very  great  extent,  the  charge  of  the  delivery  of  the  paper  to  the 
public  printer.  His  memoranda  were  kept  on  loose  slips  of  paper, 
which  were  afterwards  sent  to  the  clerk  whose  duty  it  was  to  super* 
intend  this  matter  From  those  slips  the  official  receipts  were  made 
up  monthly ;  but,  as  in  the  case  of  the  other  accounts,  the  official 
receipts  and  the  slips  do  not  agree.  Those  slips  have  been  collected 
and  pasted  into  a  book  for  reference  by  the  present  Superintendent. 
Some  of  the  paper  described  in  them  is  not  covered  by  any  official 
receipt.  In  further  illustration  of  the  manner  in  which  the  books  were 
kept,  your  committee  would  refer  to  the  accounts  for  paper  furnishwi 
to  the  binders  for  waste  leaves.  Prior  to  the  1st  of  April,  1856,  paper 
for  those  leaves  was  furnished  by  the  Superintendent  of  Public  rrint- 
ing.  The  binders  charged  the  same  to  the  Senate  and  House,  and  it 
was  paid  for,  at  stipulated  prices,  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  two 
houses.  It  then  became  the  duty  of  the  binders  to  pay  back  the 
amount  so  collected  to  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  to  enable 
him  to  close  his  accounts  for  the  paper  supplied.  The  accounts 
kept  by  the  Superintendent  with  the  public  binders  appear  to  have 
been  closed  by  double  red  lines  drawn  under  them.  Some  instances 
occur  of  lateral  lines  drawn  across  the  page  below  with  the  words 
''carried  forward,"  in  which  a  reference  to  the  pages  to  which  such 
accounts  are  severally  professedly  carried  shows  no  balance  really 
carried  forward ;  and  tnose  accounts,  therefore,  show  no  balances 
due  to  the  government. 

Upon  an  investigation,  the  present  Superintendent,  Mr.  Bowman, 
ascertained  these  facts :  That  accounts  purporting  to  be  closed  had 
not  been,  in  fact,  closed ;  and  that  large  quantities  of  paper  furnished 
to  the  binders  prior  to  his  appointment  had  not  been  paid  for.  The 
^accounts  thus  standing  were  made  out  and  sent  to  the  binders  for 
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it.  The  largest,  amounting  to  $1,170  77,  was  due  from  Mr. 
,  of  Philadelphia.  When  Mr.  Arnold  was  spoken  to  on  the 
.  he  said  the  account  had  been  settled  by  way  of  a  loan  to  Mr. 
I ;  that  he  had  refused  to  make  the  loan  until  Mr.  Seaman 
A  to  arrange  it  in  the  settlement  of  his  waste-leaf  account, 
oweyer,  was  not  done,  and  Mr.  Arnold  paid  the  amount  to  Mr. 
n.  Nearly  the  same  circumstances  were  found  in  another  bill 
amount, 
withstanding  the  fact  that  $2,791  96  have  been  collected  from 

binders  on  the  accounts  referred  to  since  the  appointment  of 
)wman,  there  is  still  a  considerable  discrepancy  between  the 
y  of  paper  required  for  waste  leaves  and  the  amount  which  has 
ttled  for  by  the  binders. 

ccount  was  kept  between  the  goyernment  and  the  Superintend- 
show  the  amount  of  money  received  for  paper  supplied  to  the 
t.  The  only  memorandum  of  any  such  money  is  found  in  con- 
with  the  account  of  paper  received  from  Sylvester  J.  Megargee. 
sars  that  Mr.  Seaman  assumed  the  payment  of  $10,424  81  to 
egargee,  for  1,724  reams  of  45-pound  paper,  on  the  14th  day 
1,  1856.  The  entry  shows  that  the  same  was  to  be  paid  out  of 
collected  for  waste  leaves ;  and  it  appears  to  have  been  intended 
ey  the  idea  that  the  1,724  reams  of  paper,  thus  settled  for, 
I  the  whole  amount  used  by  the  binders  up  to  the  1st  of  April, 
irhich  was  not  the  case.  In  this  instance  the  books  were  well 
ted  to  induce  the  belief  that  the  accounts  were  closed,  and  thus 
live ;  while  the  testimony  shows  that  Mr.  Seaman  knew  that 
was  due  on  these  accounts,  and  that  long  after  that  date  his 
M[r.  Jewett,  tried  to  collect  the  same. 

books  also  disclose  payments  to  the  binders  for  the  House  for 
«  which  were  not  credited  either  in  the  Superintendent's  book 
le  folding-room.  Various  small  items  of  this  character  appear, 
Bre  is  no  way  to  explain  them.  In  this  particular  great  liber- 
idoubtedly,  were  taken  by  the  parties  doing  the  public  work, 
imber  of  volumes  ordered  were  not  always  bound,  and,  in  some 
lot  printed.  The  evidence  of  these  facts  in  regard  to  the  bind- 
positive  and  direct,  and  in  regard  to  the  printing  is  almost  as 
live.  The  accounts  at  the  House  folding-room  were  short,  at 
le  Mr.  Seaman  went  out  of  office,  2,939  volumes ;  but  the  de- 
\  since  that  time  have  reduced  the  discrepancy  between  the 
r  ordered  by  the  House  and  the  number  delivered  at  the  fold- 
»m  to  about  2,500  volumes, 
loose  manner  in  which  these  accounts  have  been  kept  has  pre- 

the  committee  from  ascertaining  whether  these  volumes  were 
•and  by  the  public  binders  ;  but  it  appears  that  certificates  for 
ole  number  ordered  by  Congress  have  uniformly  been  issued, 
L  a  few  instances,  those  certificates  embrace  more  volumes  than 
rdered  to  be  printed  and  bound. 

le  examination  of  the  accounts  for  engraving  and  lithographing, 
>inmittee  found  that  the  books  of  various  parties  did  not  corre- 
lyith  the  amounts  of  the  certificates  issued  and  charged  to  them. 

instance  this  difierence  amounted  to  about  $10,000,  and  in 


! 


4       ACCOUNTS  OF  LATE  SUPERINTENDENT  PUBLIC  PSKTING. 

another  to  $6,736  76.  In  one  or  two  instances  the  books  of  engravers 
and  lithographers  were  balanced  by  fictitious  entries ;  but  in  those 
oases  the  amounts  of  money  credited  as  received  from  the  government 
did  not  correspond  with  the  certificates  charged  to  the  parties.  In 
fact;  there  appears  to  have  been  a  singular  fatality  about  the  books 
and  accounts  connected  with  these  matters.  Few  of  them  could  be 
explained,  and  none  of  them  were  entirely  satisfactory. 

Your  committee  a^cer.ained  that  when  the  engraving  and  litho- 

Sraphing  were  contracted  for  during  the  session  of  Congress  it  was 
one  generally  under  the  direction  of  the  committees,  or  at  prices 
fixed  hj  them.  When  the  committees  did  not  direct  the  employment 
of  particular  parties,  they  instructed  the  Superintendent  to  employ 
parties  to  do  the  work  at  the  specified  scale  of  prices  generally,  but 
in  some  instances  it  was  left  to  his  discretion. 

The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Engraving  testified  that  Mr. 
Seaman  had  recommended  the  employment  of  certain  engravers  and 
lithographers  on  account  of  their  mechanical  skill,  or  their  ability  to 
execute  the  work,  and  that  the  committee  relied  upon  his  judgment  in 
those  matters. 

The  chairman  of  the  Engraving  Committee  in  the  34th  Congress 
says  that  Mr.  Seaman  had  recommended  for  employment  P.  S. 
Buval  &  Co.,  JohnCassin,  Van  Ingen  &  Snyder,  and  Sinclair  &  Co., 
of  Philadelphia  ;  A.  Hoen  &  Co.,  of  Baltimore,  and  Sarony,  Major 
&  Knapp,  of  New  York.  In  the  examination,  your  committee  found 
that  all  these  parties  have  been  employed  in  engraving  and  litho- 
graphing for  the  government,  and  that  all  of  them  had  paid  com- 
missions to  agents  in  some  manner  connected  with  their  business,  and 
they  say  that  the  payments  thus  made  had  more  or  leas  connexion 
with  the  contracts  for  the  work.  Some  of  these  parties  state  that  they 
found  that  their  old  agents  could  be  of  no  service  to  them,  and  that 
they  got  the  impression  here  in  Washington  that  their  interests  would 
be  promoted  by  the  employment  of  other  parties,  and  that  upon  the 
employment  of  the  persons  indicated  they  got  work. 

Your  committee  find  that  there  was  a  very  general  belief  in  the 
trade  that  it  was  necessary  for  them  to  pay  for  their  contracts  in  some 
way,  and  that  the  practice  of  paying  was  as  general  as  the  belief. 
Payment  was  made  in  different  ways ;  in  some  instances  in  the  way 
of  loans,  in  other  cases  a  per  centage  was  paid  to  agents  for  attending 
to  the  receipt  and  delivery  of  the  work  at  Washington,  the  necessity 
for  which  services  existed  more  in  imagination  than  in  reality,  as  the 

Slates  were  always  sent  direct  to  the  Superintendent,  and  by  him  were 
elivered  to  the  printer  who  arranged  or  coOeoUd  them  with  the 
sheets.  In  other  cases  the  per  centage  was  paid  direct  to  the  Super- 
intendent.  ^ 

XI.  ^Al®^^^^?/®  and  lithographers  testify,  with  one  or  two  exceptions, 
that  they  could  afford  to  pay  the  per  centage,  and  that  they  made  a 
provision  in  their  bids  lor  the  allowance  which  they  were  compelled 
to  make  to  the  agents.  This  fact  is  established  by  a  comparison  of 
the  prices  paid  under  the  late  Superintendent  and  those  paid  by  Mr 
Bowman,  the  present  Superintendent.  There  is  nearly  fifty  per  cent' 
difference  m  favor  of  the  present  prices.     This  is  the  testimony  of  Mr' 
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wers,  chief  clerk  in  the  oflSce.  Mr.  Graham  testifies  that  he  would 
ire  done  some  of  the  work  at  25  per  cent. ,  or  one-fourth  of  the  price 
d  under  Mr.  Seaman,  and  a  reduction  nearly  as  great  as  this  has 
ually  heen  made  in  the  cost  of  the  work  done  on  the  Coast  Survey 
port  of  1857.  The  charts  done  under  contract  with  Mr.  Seaman  on 
kt  report  for  1856  cost  $157  50  each  ;  while  the  same  kind  of  charts, 
newhat  larger  in  their  average  size,  for  the  report  of  1857,  were 
itracted  for  and  have  been  done  under  Mr.  Bowman  for  $49  91  each. 
[)ne  or  two  lithographers  say  that  the  prices  were  about  the  same 
it  they  received  &om  publishers  ;  but  it  appears  that  these  parties 
not  object  to  loaning  money  to  the  late  Superintendent,  which 
us  they  have  not  requested  him  to  return.  By  reference  to  the 
timony  of  Messrs.  Roberts  &  Eichell,  it  will  be  seen  that  they 
-eed  to  divide  the  net  profits  on  the  work  to  be  done  on  the  Me- 
mical  Report  of  the  Patent  Office.  The  contract  was  given  at  $30 
'  P^g^r  of  which  sum  they  estimated  $14  per  page  as  the  net  profits, 
t  of  this  sum  Roberts  agreed  to  pay  Eichell  25  percent,  for  securing 
I  work. 

Che  per  centage  paid  to  agents  was  from  5  to  20  per  cent,  upon  the 
itracts.  In  some  instances  the  money  was  loaned  to  Mr.  Seaman,  and 
security  or  vouchers  were  taken  for  it.  In  the  case  of  Sarony ,  Major 
Knapp,  his  name  did  not  appear  on  the  books.  The  loans  had 
in  charged  to  one  of  the  partners  **  for  A.  G.  S.,"  but  Mr.  Major 
"s  that  he  added  the  full  name  of  A.  G.  Seaman  after  he  had  been 
>p€enaed.  To  a  question  put  on  that  subject,  the  witness  answered 
kt  the  entry  was  thus  made  to  avoid  exposing  Mr.  Seaman  ;  yet 
says  that  it  was  a  fair  and  business-like  transaction.  The  last 
n  in  the  loan  from  that  house  was  received  by  Mr.  Seaman  in  the 
nmer  of  1856.  The  party  who  made  this  loan  was  subpoenaed  to 
kify  before  your  committee.  Upon  the  receipt  of  the  subpoena,  he 
led  upon  Mr.  Seaman  for  the  amount  of  the  loan,  and  an  arrange- 
nt  was  made  by  which  the  sum  was  returned  in  a  certified  check, 
e  party,  in  this  particular  instance,  testified  that  he  had  not 
led  upon  Mr.  Seaman  before  that  time  ^or  the  money,  and  that  he 
1  called  after  he  had  been  subpoenaed,  in  order  that  he  might  be 
e  to  testify  that  Mr.  Seaman  did  not  owe  him  anything, 
[n  another  instance,  the  last  sum  in  a  loan  of  $3,550  was  made 
r  years  since,  and  no  demand  has  been  made  upon  Mr.  Seaman  for 
or  any  portion  of  it,  and  it  remains  unpaid.  Tour  committee 
nd,  in  another  case,  that  a  loan  of  $1,500  had  been  made  to  Mr. 
iman;  that  a  note  taken  for  it  had  been  renewed  from  time  to 
16 ;  that  the  amount  was  finally  paid  by  the  firm,  and  charged  to 
t  account  of  printing  expenses ;  and  that  the  persons  making  the 
n  did  not,  when  they  made  it,  expect  it  to  be  repaid.  The  same 
ite  paid  an  additional  sum  to  Mr.  Seaman  of  $750,  which,  your 
imittee  find,  was  in  consideration  of  contracts  ^iven  it. 
four  committee  find  that  the  various  sums  of  money  paid  to  the 
^nts  employed  under  difierent  pretences  were  paid  under  the  im- 
ssion  that  their  business  interests  would  be  benefited  thereby,  and 
kt  it  was  necessary  that  those  payments  should  be  made  in  order  to 
are  government  contracts.    They  further  find  from  the  testimony 
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that  engraveraand  lithographers  who  had  previously  had  work  from 
the  gOYernment  did  not  succeed  in  getting  it  under  Mr.  Seaman's 
Buperintendency  until  they  employed  particular  agents.  The  par- 
ticular agents  were  afterwards  employed  by  all  the  successful  houses. 

One  of  the  most  successful  houses,  Sarony,  Major  &  Enapp,  was 
induced  to  make,  and  did  make,  a  business  arrangement  with  Mr. 
Wendell,  and  they  opened  a  branch  ot  their  New  York  house  in  this 
city,  in  which  Mr.  Wendell  was  interested.  It  is  in  evidence  thkt  the 
establishment  of  this  branch  made  a  material  difference  in  the  quan- 
tity of  work  given  to  houses  outside  of  this  city;  but  the  parties  say  that 
it  was  not  successful,  and  therefore  it  was  closed.  It  does  not  appear 
that  this  branch  was  closed  until  the  recent  large  orders  were  nearly 
or  entirely  completed. 

Tour  committee  further  find  that  a  contract  was  given  to  parties 
upon  the  express  condition  that  they  would  pay  a  per  centage  on  the 
contract  to  the  Superintendent  himself;  and  in  this  particular  case  the 
books  of  the  firm  agreeing  to  make  the  payment  show  that  the  money, 
amounting  to  $2,250,  was  paid  to  the  Superintendent,  and  charged  to 
the  account  of  printing  expenses. 

The  evidence  shows  also  that  there  was  one  contract  made  for  the 
payment  of  20  per  cent,  to  Mr.  Seaman ;  but  your  committee  ha?e 
been  unable  to  ascertain  whether  the  amount  was  ever  actually  paid 
over  according  to  the  agreement. 

Your  committee  further  find  that  the  paper  received  from  con- 
tractors was  inferior  to  the  sample,  in  some  cases  varying  over  three 
cents  on  the  pound,  and  that  little  or  none  of  such  inferior  paper 
was  returned  by  the  Superintendent.  It  appears  from  the  testimony 
that  very  considerable  quantities  of  paper,  which  had  at  different  times 
been  rejected  by  the  clerk  having  charge  of  the  paper  department,  was 
afterwards  received.  In  one  particular  instance,  where  a  large  quan- 
tity of  paper  had  accumulated  in  the  hands  of  the  contractor,  the 
contractor  came  on  to  Washington  and  succeeded  in  getting  his  paper 
received. 

It  appears  that  this  was  done  by  an  agreement  to  pay  a  commission 
for  the  receipt  of  his  paper.  Mr.  Megargee,  the  contractor  in  this 
case,  compelled  one  of  the  manufacturers  to  make  a  deduction  of  about 
24  cents  per  ream  on  the  paper  supplied,  which  deduction  amounted  to 
$1,201.  In  the  account  rendered  to  the  manufacturer  the  deduction 
is  charged  as  the  amount  paid  on  paper  which  was  rejected,  but  which 
paper,  upon  said  payment  having  been  made,  was  received  by  the  gov- 
ernment. This  payment  is  clearly  established  by  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Bice,  who  paid  the  same,  and  by  the  original  accounts  rendered 
Messrs.  Bice,  Kendall  &  Co.  by  the  house  of  Megargee  &  Brothers. 
That  the  money  was  charged  in  the  accounts  as  paid  tor  that  purpose, 
and  paid  by  Messrs.  Bice,  Kendall  &  Co.,  there  is  no  doubt';  but  your 
committee  have  not  had  time  to  trace  it  into  the  hands  of  any  particu- 
lar person,  and  they  cannot  say  that  Mr.  Seaman  received  the  money. 
When  the  difficulty  about  the  receipt  of  this  paper  took  place,  Mr. 
Seaman  refused  to  interfere,  thus  leaving  the  contractor  in  the  hands 
of  his  clerk.  The  law  under  which  the  government  paper  is  con- 
tracted for  is,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  very  imperfect. 
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While  it  directs  that  the  bids  shall  be  opened  in  the  presence  of  the 
President  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Bepresenta- 
tives,  it  leaves  the  selection  of  the  paper  entirely  to  the  judgment  of 
the  Saperintendent.  Opening  the  bids  in  the  presence  of  the  officers 
referred  to  is  an  idle  formality,  as  the  Superintendent  has  the  right 
to  select  any  of  the  paper  which,  in  his  opinion,  most  nearly  approxi- 
mates to  the  paper  advertised  for.  ITnaer  this  provision  your  com- 
mittee find  that  the  Superintendent  rejected  paper  which  was  offered 
for  13  cents  per  pound,  because  it  was  too  well  Jiniahed,  while  he  ac- 
cepted the  bid  of  another  party  at  13^^  cents  per  pound  for  inferior 
paper.  This  contract  was  given  to  an  individual  member  of  the  firm 
of  M^argee  &  Brothers,  to  which  Mr.  Seaman  is  now  so  largely  in- 
debted for  borrowed  money.  The  mode  of  contracting  for  paper  upon 
samples  furnished  by  the  bidders  is  wrong.  The  grade  of  paper 
should  be  established,  and  the  bidders  should  be  required  to  bid  to 
one  sample,  in  which  case  there  would  be  less  favoritism.  This  plan 
has  been  €Mlopted  by  the  present  Superintendent  with  great  advantage. 

Id  connexion  with  the  paper  contracts,  your  committee  have  also 
ascertained  that  it  became  necessary  for  the  parties  supplying  the 
government  with  paper  to  employ  particular  agents  in  the  city  of 
Washington  to  receive  their  paper,  and  that  those  particular  agents 
were  employed  in  all  instances  which  your  committee  have  been 
enabled  to  examine.  Tour  committee  further  find  that  one  of  these 
particular  agents  for  the  receipt  of  paper  had  become  objectionable  to 
one  or  more  of  the  parties  contracting,  and  that  they  refused  to  con- 
tinue him  in  that  business,  when  an  arrangement  was  made  between 
one  of  the  contractors  and  Mr.  Seaman  lor  the  employment  of  Mr. 
Wendell,  who  afterwards  became  the  special  agent  for  all  the  paper 
contractors ;  that  Mr.  Wendell  employed  a  clerk  or  aeent  to  do  the 
work  for  the  first  year  (1866)  at  a  salary  of  $1,000,  and  for  the  second 
year  (185*7)  at  a  salary  of  $1,200,  while  Mr.  Wendell  received  from 
the  paper  contractors  for  his  influence,  without  doing  any  work  what- 
ever, three  and  a  half  per  cent,  commission,  or  about  that  amount, 
which,  for  the  two  years  specified,  amounted  in  the  aggregate  to  about 
$12,000. 

Your  committee  also  find  that  Mr.  Seaman  was  in  the  habit  of  bor- 
rowing money  from  the  paper  contractors  as  well  as  engravers  and 
lithographers,  and  that  large  sums  still  remain  unpaid.  To  one  firm 
there  appears  to  be  due  $12,282  31,  and  to  an  individual  member  of 
that  firm  nearly  $8,000.  No  security  was  ever  taken  for  these  loans, 
and  in  most  cases  no  notes  whatever  were  given ;  and  the  business 
partner  of  the  firm  loaning  this  large  amount  stated  to  your  com- 
mittee that  they  had  made  no  demand  for  the  money,  did  not  expect 
to  receive  it,  and  would  not  have  made  the  loan  had  it  not  been  for 
the  official  position  that  Mr.  Seaman  occupied.  In  other  cases  notes 
were  given  or  discounted  by  the  contractors  which  were  afterwards 
paid  or  taken  up  in  part  or  whole  by  Mr.  Seaman. 

Your  committee  have  found,  in  connexion  with  the  paper  contracts 
that  Mr.  Seaman  made,  a  contract  with  one  party  for  $7,000  per  year, 
upon  the  payment  of  which  sum  to  Mr.  Seaman  that  party  was  to 
have  a  contract  for  all  the  paper  he  could  supply.     In  the  following 
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December  the  contract  for  the  forty-five  pound  paper  was  awarded  to 
that  party ;  but  the  agreement  to  pay  the  $7,000  a  year  was  not 
carried  out,  by  reason  of  the  refusal  of  the  senior  party  interested  in 
furnishing  the  paper  finally  to  execute  it,  and  no  further  contracts 
were  awarded  to  that  manufactory. 

In  another  instance,  a  contract  was  made  for  fifty-two  pound  paper, 
with  the  express  understanding  that  one  cent  per  pound  was  to  be 
deducted  out  of  the  amount,  to  be  paid  for  the  contract  to  parties  in 
Washington  ;  but  your  committee  did  not  find  that  this  amount  was 
to  be  paid  directly  to  Mr.  Seaman,  but  to  one  of  the  parties  who  had 
been  acting  as  special  agent  for  the  paper  contractors.  In  a  final 
settlement  of  that  account  between  the  contractor  and  his  commission 
merchant,  the  contractor  refused  to  allow  the  amount,  $4,391  92,  to 
be  deducted  from  his  account,  giving  as  a  reason  for  refusing  that  he 
had  already  discharge4  the  obligations  in  another  way.  In  this 
instance  the  deduction  of  one  cent  on  ever  pound  of  paper  was  regu- 
larly entered  on  the  books  of  the  commission  house  *^  as  per  contract," 
and  one  of  the  firm  distinctly  swears  that  this  sum  was  to  be  paid  to 
one  of  these  mysterious  agents,  but  that  the  amount  was  finally 
credited  to  the  manufacturer,  because  he  alleged  that  it  had  been 
settled  in  a  different  way.  Tour  committee  were  unable  to  follow  this 
matter  out,  owing  to  the  dangerous  illness  in  the  family  of  a  witness, 
who  otherwise  would  have  been  before  them.  The  contractor  himself 
has  since  deceased. 

Your  committee  are  unanimously  of  the  opinion,  from  the  evidence, 
that  a  combination  existed  for  the  purpose  of  compelling  the  paper 
contractors,  and  the  lithographers  and  engravers,  to  pay  in  some 
way,  either  in  the  character  of  loans  or  commissions,  or  directly  in 
money,  for  the  contracts  awarded  to  them. 

One  of  the  most  remarkable  features  in  this  case  is  the  fact,  that 
the  parties  having  business  relations  with  the  government  through 
the  Superintendent's  office,  whom  your  committee  examined,  found 
it  necessary  or  convenient  to  employ  the  same  parties. 

In  many  instances  these  contractors  had  no  previous  acquaintance 
with  the  agents  employed,  yet  they  testify  that  no  special  contracts 
were  made  for  the  services;  that  no  regular  per  centage  was  agreed 
upon  between  them,  and  that  their  business  relations  were  conducted 
in  the  most  careless  manner. 

The  testimony  in  the  case  forces  your  committee  to  the  conclusion 
that  some  intimate,  confidential  relation  did  exist  between  Mr.  Seaman 
and  the  principal  parties  involved,  and  that  they  were  not  ignorant 
of  the  action  and  interests  of  each  other.  It  is  directly  in  testimony 
that  one  of  the  paper  contractors  told  Mr.  Seaman  that  he  would  no 
longer  employ  a  party  who  had,  up  to  that  time,  acted  as  an  agent  for 
the  receipt  of  the  paper;  and  further,  it  appears  that  the  Superintendent 
then  directed  a  gentleman  who  spoke  to  him  in  behalf  of  his  brother 
to  send  him  to  Mr.  Wendell  to  talk  about  the  matter.  The  gentle- 
man's brother  was  soon  afterwards  employed  by  Mr.  Wendell  to  do 
the  work  of  an  agent,  at  $1,000  per  annum. 

This  person  did  the  work,  receiving  the  paper,  and  saw  that  it  was 
regularly  delivered  to  the  Superintendent  or  his  clerk.     For  these 
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les  Mr.  Wendell  paid  him  $1,000,  while  Mr.  Wendell  was  recog- 
as  the  agent,  in  fact,  for  which  he  received  large  per  centages. 
is  testimony  betrays  the  important  facts,  that  the  employment 
agent  for  this  dnty  was  a  matter  of  arrangement  between  the 
ictor  and  the  Superintendent,  and  that  the  agent  thus  employed 
ot  perform  the  little  work  to  be  done^  but,  with  the  knowledge 
onsent  of  the  contractor  and  of  the  Superintendent,  he  employed 
er  person  at  a  small  compensation  to  do  it. 
iependent  of  any  criminal  interest,  this  conduct,  and  the  relations 
established,  were  undoubtedly  wrong.  Mr.  Seaman  was  the 
*  of  the  government,  whose  duty  it  was  to  inspect,  and  if  neces- 
reject  the  paper  furnished,  while  Mr.  Wendell  was  the  public 
IT,  who  used  the  paper,  who  knew  the  quality  of  the  article,  and 
pras  the  only  person  likely  to  complain  of  its  quality.  The 
intendent  was  a  large  and  constant  borrower  from  the  contractors, 
bus  far  lost  his  independence ;  while  the  public  printer  became 
ired  agent  of  the  contractors,  and  positively  interested  in  the 
t  of  their  paper,  no  matter  how  indifferent  its  quality, 
ir  committee  find  that  Mr.  Seaman  received  from  the  engravers, 
praphers,  and  paper  contractors  examined  during  the  investiga- 
in  the  way  of  loans,  chiefly,  but  a  portion  in  money  direct,  about 
rossBum.of  |30,000. 

ir  committee  find,  as  heretofore  stated,  that  Mr.  Wendell  received 
the  paper  contractors  about  $12,000.     The  evidence  shows  that 

0  received  from  engravers  and  lithographers,  during  Mr.  Sea- 

1  superintendency,  about  $2*7,000;  making  the  gross  sum  paid  to 
as  fitr  as  ascertained,  about  $39,000. 

addition  to  these  sums,  there  are  two  payments  unexplained 
m  of  $4,391  92;  the  one  cent  a  pound  which  was  contracted  to 
d,  and  was  paid  to  some  one^  or  arranged  in  some  way;  and  the 
f  $1,201,  which  was  deducted  from  the  accounts  of  Messrs.  Bice, 
tU  &  Co.,  by  Mr.  Megargee. 

m  the  facts  found,  your  committee  feel  constrained  to  submit 
[lowing  resolutions  for  the  consideration  of  the  House  : 
Uvedj  That  A.  G.  Seaman,  late  Superintendent  of  Public 
ng,  has  been  guilty  of  improper  i^nd  illegal  practices  in  the 
rge  of  his  official  duty,  and  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the 
^proved  the  26th  day  of  August,  1852,  creating  the  office  of 
intendent,  and  defining  the  duties  thereof. 
olved,  That  the  testimony  in  this  case  be  certified  by  the  Clerk 
House  of  Representatives,  and  sent  to  the  district  attorney  for 
[strict  of  Columbia. 
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fial  of  the  select  committee  appointed  by  the  Houae  of  Bepreaenta- 
68  of  the  United  States  to  inquire  into  tJie  accounts  of  the  late 
periviendeni  of  Public  Printing. 

MEMBEBS  OF  THE  COMBfriTEE: 

Mr.  George  Taylor,  of  New  York. 
Mr.  William  E.  Niblack,  of  Indiana. 
Mr.  John  Covodb,  of  Pennsylvania. 
Mr.  Lucius  J.  Gartrell,  of  Georgia. 
Mr.  J.  Morrison  Harris,  of  Maryland. 

Friday,  January  14,  1859. 
le  committee  met  pursuant  to  call  of  the  Chairman, 
esent,  all  the  members. 

16  following  resolution  was  transmitted  from  the  Clerk  of  the 
le  of  Representatives,  viz: 

**  thirty-fifth  congress,  second  session. 

"  Congress  op  thb  United  States. 

"  In  House  op  Bepresentattves, 

'' December  23,  1858. 
"  On  motion  of  Mr.  George  Taylor, 
Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  five  be  appointed  to  investigate 
ccounts  of  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  and  that 
Dommittee  be  authorized  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  have 
to  report  at  any  time. 
Attest : 

*'J.  C.  ALLEN,  CTcr*. 

'hrdered.  That  the  following  named  gentlemen  compose  the  above 

littee: 

Ir.  George  Taylor,  of  New  York ;  Mr.  William  E.  Niblack,  of 

na ;  Mr.  John  Covode,  of  Pennsylvania ;  Mr.  L.  J.  Gartrell,  of 

pa;  and  Mr.  J.  Morrison  Harris,  of  Maryland." 

motion,  Mr.  Harris  was  instructed  to  report  a  resolution  to  the 
e  of  Representatives  asking  for  authority  to  employ  a  steno- 
ler. 

e  following  resolution  was  then  adopted : 

\clved.  That  the  Chairman  be  requested  to  notify  General  Bow- 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  to  appear  before  this  com- 
e  on  next  Tuesday  morning  at  10^  o'clock^  to  which  time  this 
littee  stands  adjourned. 
3  committee  thereupon  adjourned  until  Tuesday  morning  next. 

Tuesday,  January  18,  1859. 

3  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
►ers. 
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The  following  resolution  was  transmitted  from  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives : 

"THIRTY-FIFTH  C0NGBB8S,  8ESCX)ND  SESSION. 
"  C!ONGRESS  OP  THE  UnITBD  StaTES. 

*'In  House  op  Representatives. 


<<  ( 


'  On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morrison  Harris, 
^^Beaolved,  That  the  select  committee  appointed  to  investigate  the 
accounts  of  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  be  authorized 
to  employ  a  stenographer  at  the  rate  of  compensation  paid  for  report- 
ing by  the  proprietor  of  the  Globe, 
''Attest: 

''J.  C.  ALLEN, 

Ordered,  That  Theodore  F.  Andrews  be  appointed  stenographer  to 
report  the  proceedings  of  and  testimony  taken  before  this  committee. 
On  motion, 

Resolved,  That  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  be  instructed 
to  make  an  estimate  of  the  amount  of  printing  ordered  by  Congress 
and  the  executive  departments  sinoe  the  organization  of  the  office  of 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ;  the  amount  of  paper  required  to 
execute  said  printing  ;  and  how  the  paper  account  stands  as  between 
the  public  printer  and  the  government ;  and  that  he  report  said  infor- 
mation to  this  committee  at  the  earliest  period  practicable. 

General  Bowman,  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing,  appeared 
and  was  examined  by  the  committee 

The  committee  adopted  the  following  form  of  oath  to  be  adminis- 
tered to  the  witness : 

You  do  solemnly  and  sincerely  swear,  upon  the  Holy  Evangely  of 
Almighty  God,  that  you  will  full  and  true  answers  make  to  such  ques- 
tions as  may  be  propounded  to  you  in  the  matter  pending  before  this 
committee ;  and  fiirther,  that  you  will  disclose  and  state  to  this  com- 
mittee all  matters  in  your  knowledge  touching  the  accounts'  and  busi- 
ness conduct  of  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  that  it 
may  be  important  for  the  committee  to  know. 

Adjourned  until  Thursday  next  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Thursday,  January  20,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Harris,  the  Chairman  was  instructed  to  inform 
the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  that  the  committee  has 
organized,  and  that  he  (the  late  Superintendent)  is  at  liberty  to  attend 
the  sessions  of  the  committee ;  which  was  immediately  done  by  letter. 

William  Towers,  clerk  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing,  appeared  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  Saturday  next  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 
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Saturday,  January  22,  1869. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

William  Quail  appeared  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  Monday  next  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Monday,  January  25,  1869. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Niblack,  Covode,  Harris,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  examination  of  William  Quail  was  continued. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  Wednesday  next  at  10  o'clock 
a.  m. 

Wednbbdat  Morning,  January  26, 1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  all  the 
members. 
The  examination  of  William  Quail  was  resumed  and  concluded. 
The  committee  acyourned  until  this  evening  at  7  o'clock. 

Wbdnbsdat  Evbning,  January  26,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Niblack,  CJovode,  Harris,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

A.  J.  Lamer  and  Nathan  Darling  appeared  and  were  examined  as 
witnesses. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  Friday  morning. 

Friday,  January  28,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  all  the 
members. 
John  S.  Williams  appeared  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 
The  committee  then  adjourned  until  this  evening  at  7  o'clock. 

Friday  Evening,  January  28,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,   Messrs. 
Niblack,  Covode,  Harris,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 
John  S.  Williams  and  Wm.  Towers  were  examined  as  witnesses. 
The  committee  then  adjourned  until  Mondaj  morning  next. 

Monday  Morning,  January  Z\,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  Wednesday  morning  next  at  10 
o'clock. 

Wednesday  Morning,  February  2,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 
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Henry  Lawrence  was  examined  as  a  witness. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  this  evening  at  6  o'clock. 

Wednesday  Evening,  February  2,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Niblack,  Covode,  Harris,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

Richard  Major  and  Nathaniel  Orr  were  examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  a  quar- 
ter before  10  o'clock. 

Thursday  Morning,  February  3,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Kiblack,  Harris^  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

Richard  Major  was  recalled  and  examined. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Friday  Morning,  February  4,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present^  all  the 
members. 

Richard  Major,  Thomas  8.  Wagner,  P.  S.  Duval,  and  William  H. 
Van  Ingen  were  examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  to  meet  this  evening  at  6  o'clock. 

Friday  Evening,  February  4,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Kiblack,  Covode,  Harris,  and  the  Chairman. 

William  H.  Van  Ingen  and  George  D.  Jewett  were  examined  as 
witnesses.  < 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  10}     i 
o'clock. 

Saturday,  Fdtruary  5,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  ayournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

George  D.  Jewett  and  Sylvester  J.  Megargee  were  examined  as 
witnesses. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  Monday  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Monday,  February  7,  1869. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  all  t^^^ 
members. 

Sylvester  J.  Megargee  being  recalled,  and  refusing  to  produce  (^^^ 
tain  books — 

Resolved^  That  the  Chairman  issue  a  new  subpoena  duces  tecum 
Sylvester  J.   Megargee,  Irwin  N.  Megargee,  and  Patrick  Doyle,  ^ 
Philadelphia,   fully   and    distinctly   describing   the    books   desire' 
whether  kept  by  the  said  Sylvester  J.   Megargee   or  by  Megargee  ^ 
Brothers. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  to  meet  upon  the  call  of  the  Cha:*^ 
man. 
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Monday  Evening,  February  7,  1859. 

The  committee  met  upon  the  call  of  the  Chairman.     Present,  all 
the  memhers. 
Peter  Gorman  appeared  and  was  examined  as  a  witness. 
The  committee  adjourned  until  10  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

TiTHSDAY,  February  8,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present  all  the 
members. 

William  Boberts,  Francis  M.  Harris,  George  S.  Gideon,  W. 
D.  Kraft,  C.  6.  Graham,  Wm.  Pettibone,  Thomas  Lucas,  and 
Alfred  B.  Claxton,  were  examined  as  witnesses. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Wednesday,  February  9,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present  all  the 
members. 

Thomas  Sinclair  was  examined  as  a  witness.  Sylvester  J.  Megargee 
was  recalled  and  examined. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  till  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Thursday  Morning,  February  10,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

Patrick  Doyle  was  examined  as  a  witness.  Sylvester  J.  Megargee 
was  recalled  and  examined.  David  Chillas  was  called  and  examined 
as  a  witness. 

Sylvester  J.  Megargee  was  recalled  and  examined. 

The  committee  adjourned  till  this  evening  at  7  o'clock. 

Thursday  Evening,  February  10,  1859. 

The  committee  met  at  7  o'clock.     Present,  Messrs.  Harris,  Niblack, 
and  the  Chairman. 
S.  J.  Megargee  was  recalled  and  examined. 
John  H.  Hall  was  examined  as  a  witness. 
The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Friday  Morning,  February  11,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
•l^iembers. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Harris, 

JReadvedj  That  Mr.  Seaman  have  permission  to  examine,  in  the 
^i^mmittee  room,  the  testimony  in  the  case,  and  that  he  be  requested 
^o  put  in  the  hands  of  the  Chairman  a  list  of  such  witnesses  as  he  con- 
siders essential  to  his  defence,  together  with  a  statement  in  writing  of 
^be  facts  he  expects  to  be  able  to  establish  by  such  witnesses. 

Mr.  Sinclair  was  recalled  and  examined  as  a  witness.     W.  W. 
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Moore,  Fred.  Bourquin,  Earnest  Hoen,  and  James  Ackerman,  were 
severally  called  and  examined. 
The  committee  adjourned  until  Monday  next  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

MoKDAY  MoRNiNQ,  February  14, 1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the  mem- 
bers. 

J.  C.  McGuire,  John  H.  Hall,  Columbus  Alexander,  and  Cornelias 
Wendell,  appeared  and  were  examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  this  evening. 

Monday  EvEinNa,  February  14, 1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messn. 
Niblack,  Harris,  Covode,  and  the  Chairman.^ 

J.  E.  Roberts  and  Selmar  Seibert  appeared  and  were  examined  u 
witnesses. 

John  Cassin  having  been  summoned  on  the  eighth  instant  to  appear 
as  a  witness  before  this  committee,  and  having  failed  to  appw  in 
obedience  to  said  summons,  on  motion  of  Mr.  iNiblack, 

Besdved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  submit  a  resolation  to 
the  House  asking  for  a  warrant  for  the  arrest  of  said  Cassin  as  a  ooDto* 
macious  witness,  to  be  dealt  with  according  to  the  rules  of  the  House  | 
in  similar  cases. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  12  o'clock  m. 

Tuesday  Morning,  February  15, 1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messn. 
Covode,  INiblack,  Harris,  and  the  Chairman. 

James  8.  Fender  and  Horatio  C.  Howard  appeared  and  were 
examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  12  o'clock  m. 

Wednesday,  February  16, 1869. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  Messrs. 
Niblack,  Covode,  Harris,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 
Horatio  (}.  Howard  was  recalled,  and  his  examination  condadeiL 
G.  W.  Eichell  and  J.  W.  Arnold  were  examined  as  witnesses. 
The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Thubsday,  February  17, 1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Niblack,  Covode,  Harris,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

Messrs.  George  Hill,  jr.,  0.  P.  Wilkes,  John  Cassin,  and  Hon.M. 
H.  Nichols,  were  examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Friday,  February  18, 1859 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  Messrs* 
Covode,  Harris,  Niblack,  and  the  Chairman. 
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Messrs.  Jacob  Gideon,  Wm.  E.  Imley,  George  E.  Riddle,  Col- 
umbus Denham,  Wm.  H.  Nalley,  Thomas  J.  Mulloy,  George 
Gordon,  Henry  W.  Gray,  Jacob  McEinney,  and  Hon.  William  H. 
Kelgey,  were  examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  adjourned  to  meet  this  evening  at  7  o'clock. 

Friday  Evening,  February  18,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  Messrs. 
Harris,  Covode,  Niblack,  and  the  Chairman. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Niblack, 

**  Ordered  J  That  a  special  report  be  made  to  the  House  in  the  case 
of  P.S.Duval." 

Mr.  Niblack  was  requested  to  prepare  and  make  the  report. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock. 

Saturday  Morning,  February  19,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

No  witness  appearing,  the  committee  adjourned  until  Monday  next 
at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Monday  Morning,  February  19,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
members. 

C.  Wendell  and  Wm.  Quail  were  recalled  and  examined.  H.  V.  But- 
ler, Felix  McCloskey,  and  Thomas  R.  Suter,  appeared  and  were  ex- 
amined. 

Tuesday  Morning,  February  22,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,   all  the 
members. 
Jacob  Loucks  and  George  W.  Bowman  were  e;Laminedas  witnesses. 
The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning  at  12  o'clock. 

Wednesday,  February  23,  1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  Messrs. 
Covode,  Harris,  Niblack,  and  the  Chairman. 

Mark  Wilcox,  J.  Wiliard  Rice,  Hamuel  D.  Warren,  Henry  V. 
Sutler,  Wm.  B.  Shaw,  Wm.  Quail,  Harry  Connelly,  Wm.  Towers, 
^nd  Edward  Towers,  were  examined  as  witnesses. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  morning. 

Thursday,  February  24,  1859. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.     Present,  Messrs. 
Harris,  Covode,  Niblack,  and  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  committee  adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday  next  at  10  o'clock 
^9.  m. 
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TAomkY,  February  28, 1859. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  Present,  all  the 
memberfu 

The  committee  unanimously  directed  the  Chairman  to  make  the 
report  of  the  committee,  with  the  resolutions  thereunto  attached. 

The  committee  then  adjourned  rine  die. 


INDEX. 


WITNESSES. 


Gtoorge  W.  Bowman 1,361 

WnilAmTowen S,  61, 367 

Wm.  Qiuul 9,18,24,346,363 

A.  J.  Larner 29 

Natliaa  Darling 32 

John  8.  WUllama 37,51 

Hamy  Lawrence.. ...... ••••••••••        68 

Bichard  Major 72.80,87 

Nathaniel  Orr 76 

Tlioa.  S.  Wagner 90 

P.  8.  Duval 96 

W.  H.  Van  Ingen 99, 104 

Geo.  D.  Jewett.... 110,125 

8.  J.  Megaigee 126, 136, 174, 196, 203 

137 

144 

148 

149 

156 

157 

162 

164 

167 


Peter  Gorman 

Wm.  Boberta 

P.  W.  Harris 

Geo.  8.  Gideon 

Wm.  D.  Krafft 

C.  B.  Graham 

Wm.  Pettibono 

Thomas  LucaB 

A.  B.  Claxton 

T.  Shidair 169,212 

P.  Doyle 189 

B.  ChilUe 198 

J.  H.  Hall 206,239 

Vfm.  W.  Moore 218 

T.  Bourqoin 219 

K.Hoen 224 

«J.  Ackerman 230 

J-  C.  McGulre 236 


C.  Alexander ^ 241 

C.Wendell 246,337 

J.  K.  Bogers 260 

8.  Seibert 262 

J.  8.  Fendon 265 

H.  C.  Howard 269,278 

G.  W.  Arnold 275 

G.  W.  Eichell 285,288 

O.  Hill,  jr 295 

0.  P.  Wilkes 298 

Hon.  M.  H.  Nichols 300 

John  Cassin 302 

J.  Gideon 307 

W.  R  Imley 309 

O.  B.  Riddle 313 

W.  H.  Nalley 318 

T.  H.  Mulloy 322 

G.  Gideon 323 

H.  W.  Gray 324 

J.  McKlnncy 326 

Hon.Wm.  H  Kelsey 328 

H.  V.  Butler 333,360 

F.  McCloskey 337 

Thos    R.  Suter 347 

J.  Loucks 350 

M.  Wilcox 359 

J.  W.  Bice 354 

8.  D.  Warren 357 

W.  B.  8haw 362 

Harry  Connelly 363 

E.  Towers 367 


Tuesday,  January  18,  1859. 

GsoRaE  W.  Bowman  being  called,  was  sworn,  and  testified  as 

i: 

jtion,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Mr.  Bowman  will  you  state  whether 

3  now  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

wer.  I  am. 

stion.  Be  kind  enough  to  state  the  organisation  of  your  office. 

wer.  The  office  is  organized  in  the  Capitol  building,  and  con- 

a  superintendent,  four  clerks^  a  messenger,  and  a  laborer.  At 
b  there  are  but  three  clerks  in  the  office  ;  I  dispensed  with  the 
s  of  one  clerk  last  summer  ;  I  have  not  filled  the  desk  since, 
ief  clerk,  Mr.  William  Towers,  has  charge  of  making  up  the 
bes  called  for,  and  keeps  the  accounts,  generally,  between  the 
nd  the  United  States.  The  duties  of  his  desk  are  pretty  general 
r  nature.  He  is  familiar  with  the  duties  of  all  the  desks.  He 
m  in  the  office  since  its  organization.  Mr.  John  S.  Williams 
arge  of  the  desk  of  printing,  engraving,  and  lithographing. 

William  Quail  has  charge  of  the  receipt  and  delivery  of  paper, 
ongressional  and  executive ;  also,  has  the  supervision  of  all 
locuments  ordered  to  be  bound  by  Congress.  I  am  present  at 
3eipt  of  each  invoice  of  paper,  and  examine  it  as  to  quality, 
,  &c.,  in  company  with  Doctor  Quail,  who  has  charge  of  that 

ition.  Does  that  enumeration  comprise  all  the  material  force  of 

BSce? 

wer.  It  does. 

jtion,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  What  knowledge  have  you,  personally, 

statements  contained  in  your  annual  report  made  to  Congress ; 

1  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  that  the  statements  and 

tea  contained  in  that  document  are  all  correct  ? 

wrer.  I  know  them  to  be  correct  so  far  as  any  department  can 
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to  discover.  You  will,  at  least,  see  that  they  have  been  very  loosely 
kept,  and  are  hard  to  understand.  I  think  the  examination  has  been 
thoroughly  made  as  far  as  I  have  gone.  The  paper  accounts  between 
the  printers  and  the  government  yet  remain  to  be  adjusted. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  You  stated  in  a  conversation  a  few 
moments  since  that  a  certain  entry  had  been  made  in  the  books  and 
erased,  and  another  entry  made  in  red  ink.  Does  the  report  which 
has  been  alluded  to  refer  to  that  matter  at  all? 

Answer.  The  erasure  seems  to  have  been  this  :  a  certificate  had  been 
issued  to  Mr.  Megargee  for  paper,  but  before  the  certificate  had  been 
paid  the  Superintendent  of  rublic  Printing  paid  the  amount  out  of 
moneys  received  by  him  for  waste  leaves.  A  memorandum  to  this 
efifect  is  written  below  the  entry  of  the  certificate  erased. 

Question,  Is  not  that  an  item  which  requires  to  be  investigated, 
both  in  justice  to  the  contractor  and  to  the  superintendent  ? 

Answer.  That  is  one  of  the  things  I  spoke  of  in  the  report  as  being 
unsatisfactory,  and  which  I  could  not  fully  understand. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Which  of  your  clerks  can  give  informa- 
tion in  regard  to  that  item  ? 

Answer.  Doctor  Quail  has  charge  of  the  books,  and  will  point  out 
the  entry. 

Question.  Are  there  not  many  entries  in  the  books  in  your  o£Bce 
which  require  a  more  particular  examination  than  is  found  in  your 
report  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  there  are  ;  a  clerk  in  the  office  informs  me  that 
there  is  an  account  of  a  payment  made  to  a  clerk  for  two  or  three 
months'  services,  who  had  never  been  in  the  office  as  clerk.  I  was  not 
apprised  of  the  fact  until  lately ;  the  confused  and  unsatisfactory 
manner  in  which  some  of  the  accounts  have  been  kept  can  only  be 
ascertained  by  a  personal  inspection  of  the  books,  which  will  be  shown 
you  by  the  clerks  having  them  in  charge,  and  to  whom  I  respectfully 
refer  you  for  detailed  intormation. 

Thubsday,  January  20,  1859. 

William  Towers  sworn: 

Question,  (by  the  chairman.)  What  does  this  book,  now  before  tbe 
committee,  contain  ? 

Answer.  It  contains  duplicates  of  all  the  accounts  of  the  office  of 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  for  the  payment  of  salaries,  cart- 
age, labor,  stationery,  &c. 

Question.  Are  you  engaged  in  the  office  of  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  employed  in  that  office? 

Answer.  Since  the  organization  of  the  office  in  December,  1852. 

Question.  What  particular  department  have  you  had  in  that  office? 

Answer.  I  have  conducted  the  correspondence;  and  being  a  practical 
printer,  I  did,  at  first,  attend  to  the  settlement  of  the  accounts  of  the 
office  with  the  public  printer  for  printing.  Subsequently,  however, 
that  was  transferred  to  another  desk,  and  I  now  conduct  the  corres* 
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ce  and  keep  the  accounts  of  the  expenses  of  the  office,  make 

mates  for  the  Committees  on  Printing  and  Engraving,  and 

i  sQch  other  dnties  as  are  from  time  to  time  devolved  upon  me. 

tion.  Were  you  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  g. ., 

g  during  the  whole  period  of  the  superintendency  of  Mr.  |  f  ^ 

I?  ^  m . 

ver.  I  was,  during  the  whole  period;  .      l\ 

tion.  Does  the  book  which  you  now  produce  contain  the  accounts  f      \  \ 

)ffice  during  the  time  he  was  superintendent? 
ver.  It  does. 

tion.  Will  you  state  how  the  accounts  were  kept,  and  furnish 
imittee  with  such  other  information  relative  thereto  as  may  be 
possession? 

rer.  Separate  accounts  are  kept  for  each  appropriation  made 
gress,  in  which  all  the  drafts  made  upon  the  Treasury  are 
I  to  the  United  States  and  all  the  payments  therefrom  charged, 
rs  are  taken  for  all  payments,  which  are  forwarded  to  the 
;ing  officers  of  the  treasury  with  the  returns  from  the  office, 
ire  rendered  and  settled  quarterly, 
tion.  Do  you  know  of  any  irregularity  in  the  books  of  the 

^er.  I  do  not,  so  far  as  those  books  come  under  my  own  imme- 
ipervision.  During  the  last  summer,  however,  in  the  endeavor 
mperintendent  to  settle  the  accounts  for  paper  purchased  and 
ed  the  printers  and  binders,  my  assistance  was  at  times  required 
Superintendent  and  the  clerk  performing  this  duty,  when,  after 
3t  thorough  scrutiny,  it  became  manifest  that  these  accounts 
ot  be  made  to  balance  in  a  satisfactory  manner, 
tion.  Do  you  know  of  any  moneys  having  been  collected  or 
i  from  the  treasury  of  the  United  h-'tates  on  account  of  clerk 
•  for  material,  or  for  any  service  of  any  description  in  your 
hich  material  or  service  has  not  been  properly  received  or  per- 
in  your  office? 
^er.  None  fc»r  material,  I  believe.     All  the  material  purchased 

office,  so  far  as  I  have  any  knowledge,  has  been  properly 
i.     There  was  an  amount  of  money  paid  for  clerk  hire  to  a 
lan  who  never  performed  any  service  as  clerk  in  the  office, 
tion.  How  much  ? 

rer,  I  will  give  you  the  history  of  the  whole  affair.  I  find  by 
;e  to  my  books  tnat  Wm.  B.  Shaw  was  paid  as  a  clerk  in  our 
le  usual  salary  from  the  16th  to  the  30th  of  September,  1854, 
'Cj  (half  a  month's  services,)  at  the  rate  of  |l,500  a  year, 
ing  to  $61  14.     He  was  also  paid  as  clerk  at  the  same  rate 

whole  month  of  October  following,  making  $126  36,  when 
kship  expired.  During  that  year  Congress  gave  to  the  clerks 
office,  amongst  the  other  employes  in  the  Capitol,  twenty  per 
:tra  compensation  ;  that  is,  twenty  per  cent,  on  their  annual 
,  and  it  was  to  be  paid  pro  rata  for  service  less  than  a  year.  I 
it  under  that  law,  Mr.  Shaw's  salary  having  been  $187  50,  he 
L  an  extra  compensation  of  $37  50,  making  in  all  $225.  That 
nly  case  as  far  as  I  recollect — indeed  I  am  sure  it  is  the  only 
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case  in  which  clerical  services  were  paid  for  where  no  service  waf 
rendered. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Shaw  perform  the  duties  of  his  office  ? 
Answer.  He  did  not. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Shaw  come  into  the  office  to  receive  hL*  pay  ? 
Answer.  He  did  come  into  the  office  to  sign  the  pay-roll  and  receive 
his  check  for  the  money,  which,  so  far  as  I  remember,  was  the  only 
time  he  came  into  the  office. 

Question.  How  many  clerks  have  been  usually  employed  in  the  office 
of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  During  nearly  or  quite  the  whole  of  Mr.  Seaman's  period 
he  employed  four  clerks. 

Question.  At  how  much  per  annum  ? 

Answer.  For  a  while^  11,600  per  annum.     The  salaries  of  the  clerks 
there  have  always  been  made  to  correspond  with  the  salaries  of  the 
clerks  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
,1  During  the  period  when  they  received  $1,600,  however,  the  House 

'  ^  voted  them  an  extra  compensation  of  $300  each,  which  brought  it  up 

to  $1,800.     Afterwards,  a  new  arrangement  was  made  increasing  the 
regular  compensation  to  $1^800,  with  the  understanding  that  the  usual 
extra  compensation  should  not  be  received.     I  believe,  hov/ever,  that 
an  extra  compensation  of  twenty  per  cent,  has  since  been  paid  at  one 
session  upon  the  $1,800  salary. 
Question.  How  have  Mr.  Seaman's  travelling  expenses  been  paid? 
Answer.  For  a  very  considerable  length  of  time,  and  I  think  up  to 
the  last  year  he  was  in  office,  his  travelling  expenses  were  paid  by  the 
!  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 

I  out  of  their  engraving  or  contingent  fund.     He  thought  it  was  neces- 

I  sary,  from  time  to  time,  to  go  to  the  north  and  superintend  the  print- 

5  ing  of  engravings  for  books  ordered  by  either  House  of  Congress,  such 

r  as  the  Pacific  railroad  reports.  Perry's  report,  the  Coast  Survey  reports, 

;  and  many  other  reports  of  that  character,  the  illustrations  for  which 

1  were  executed  in  the  northern  cities.  He  was  directed  to  exercise  a  super- 

1  vision  over  the  printing  of  these  illustrations,  to  see  that  they  were 

I  correctly  and  properly  executed,  and  he  conceived  it  to  be  his  duty  to 

go  on  north  from  time  to  time  to  see  that  the  work  was  being  properly 
I  done.     There  was  no  fund  of  ours  out  of  which  his  travelling  expenses 

j  could  be  paid,  and  he  made  out  his  bills  therefor  and  sent  them  to  the 

Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
They  were  paid  out  of  the  engraving  fund  of  the  two  Houses,  or, 
I  possibly,  out  of  the  contingent  fund,  up  to  the  last  year  of  his  service. 

I  Then  Congress  made  an  appropriation  for  his  travelling  expenses. 

I  During  that  year  he  received  for  travelling  expenses  some  hundreds 

1  of  dollars  out  of  this  fund  appropriated  by  Congress.     That  fund  is 

still  appropriated,  but  has  been  but  very  little  used  by  the  present 
Superintendent. 

Question.  Can  you  give  the  committee  an  account  of  the  amounts 
paid  for  travelling  expenses  during  the  several  years  of  Mr.  Seaman's 
superintendency  ? 
j  Answer.  I  cannot,  because  no  account  of  it  was  kept  in  our  office. 

i 
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accounts  for  such  expenses  were  made  out  against  the  Senate  and 
se  of  Representatives,  and  paid  there. 

lestion.  How  were  these  accounts  kept  during  the  last  year  ? 
nswer.  I  hare  the  accounts  for  the  last  year;  I  find  that  on  the 
}f  December,  1857,  (that  was  immediately  before  General  Bowman 
received  his  appointment  and  entered  upon  the  discharge  of  his 
;s,)  he  rendered  an  account  for  $507  20  for  travelling  expenses, 
lestion.  Where  is  that  account? 
Qswer.  It  is  on  file  in  the  Treasury  Department, 
lestion.  Did  you  keep  a  duplicate  ? 

nswer.  I  did  not.  And  then  again  on  the  2l8tof  May,  1857,  he 
ered  an  account  for  travelling  expenses  of  $968.  On  the  21st  of 
,  1857,  he  paid  himself  that  amount  out  of  the  fund.  On  the 
)f  December  he  paid  himself  $507  20.  I  think  those  were  the 
two  accounts  for  travelling  expenses  which  were  paid  out  of  our 
.  All  the  rest  were  paid  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  by 
Zilerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

lestion.  Do  you  know  whether  he  rendered  any  account  to  the 
3tary  of  the  Senate  and  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
filing  expenses  during  that  year  ? 

nswer.  I  think  he  did  not;  I  think  after  we  got  an  appropriation 
ravelling  expenses  he  rendered  no  further  account  to  the  Secretary 
le  Senate  and  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
iiestion.  When  the  payment  was  made  to  Mr.  Shaw  was  there  any 
>a  assigned  for  the  non-performance  of  his  duties  as  clerk? 
nswer.  Mr.  Seaman  gave  a  reason  for  appointing  him,  while  he 
act  expect  him  to  discharge  any  clerical  duties, 
nestion.  State  what  that  reason  was? 

nswer.  Mr.  Seaman  introduced  the  subject  by  asking  me  if  I  knew 
Shaw.  I  told  him  I  did.  He  told  me  that  I  was  aware  that  Mr. 
V  was  in  very  bad  health,  and  that  his  eyes  were  so  sore  that  he 
1  scarcely  see.  He  then  said  that  his  friends,  as  well  as  the  friends 
r.  Shaw,  had  induced  him  to  put  Mr.  Shaw  upon  our  pay-roll,  as 
B  was  a  vacancy  there.  He  said  Mr.  Shaw  was  very  poor,  and 
unable  to  do  any  work  on  account  of  his  eyes;  that  under  those 
imstances  he  had  consented  to  do  so,  and  that  he  was  not  to  per- 
i  any  clerical  servicee  in  the  office,  but  that  all  the  work  of  the 
3  was  to  be  performed  by  us  who  were  there.  He  said  the  act  was 
of  charity  to  appoint  him  as  a  clerk  in  the  office,  while  he  was  to 
>rm  no  clerical  duties.     He  remained  in  the  office  a  month  and  a 

lestion.  How  was  the  pay-roll  made  up? 

nswer.  It  was  made  up  every  month. 

lestion.  Was  it  certified  or  sworn  to? 

QSwer.  It  was  certified  as  correct  by  the  Superintendent. 

lestion.  Does  this  cover  all  the  knowledge  in  your  possession 

h  you  think,  under  your  oath,  necessary  to  give  to  this  com- 

ee? 

[iswer.  I  cannot  call  to  mind  anything  else. 

lestion.  Are  you  in  possession  of  any  knowledge,  or  of  any  facts, 

h  it  would  be  important  for  this  committee  to  know  in  order  to 
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investigate  more  thoroughly  and  fully  the  accounts  and  the  official  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Seaman,  with  regard  to  the  purchase  and  receipt  of  paper, 
the  contracts  for  engraving  and  lithographing,  and  other  duties  per- 
formed in  the  Superintendent's  office  during  his  super intendency  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  facts  which  it  would  be  important 
for  this  committee  to  know,  so  far  as  my  recollection  bears  me  oat. 
In  regard  to  the  purchase  of  paper  I  know  but  little,  scarcely  oiore 
than  I  have  learned  from  conversation  with  the  clerks  in  the  office. 
With  the  exception  of  writing  paper,  I  have  had  nothing  to  do  with 
orders  for  or  receipts  of  paper.  That  duty  was  assigned  to  another 
clerk  in  the  office. 

Question.  To  what  clerk? 

Answer.  If  I  mistake  not,  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendencj, 
Mr.  Nathan  Darling,  afterwards  doorkeeper  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, had  charge  of  that  business.  After  him,  Mr.  Jewett,  and 
after  him  Dr.  Quail,  now  clerk  in  the  office,  had  charge  of  that  mat- 
ter. Mr.  Seaman  managed  the  business  of  engraving  himself,  nnder 
the  direction  of  the  committees  of  the  two  Houses  having  charge  of 
the  matter.  The  law  specifically  directs  that  that  work  shall  be  exe- 
cuted by  the  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing,  under  the  direc- 
tioji  of  certain  specified  committees.  The  custom  was  to  advertise  for 
the  work.  If  it  was  of  sufficient  magnitude  to  make  it  desirable,  it 
was  generally  advertised  for.  The  proposals  were  opened  by  the  com- 
mittees of  Qongress  having  charge  of  the  matter,  and  the  contracts 
were  awarded  by  them.  Then  Mr.  Seaman  would  take  bonds  for  the 
execution  of  the  work  and  have  it  executed. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  in  which  Mr.  Seaman 
withdrew  the  bids  for  engraving  or  lithographing  after  they  had 
been  submitted  to  the  engraving  committees  or  committee? 

Answer.  I  know  of  no  such  instances,  and  never  heard  of  any  snch^ 
though  it  might  very  well  have  been  done  without  my  knowledge. 
Mr.  Seaman  attended  to  that  matter  himself.  He  assumed  that  as 
his  portion  of  the  labor  of  the  office,  besides  taking  a  general  superri- 
sion  of  the  whole  business. 

Question.  How  has  the  engraving  for  the  mechanical  part  of  the 
Patent  Office  report  generally  been  done? 

Answer.  I  think,  m  1855,  it  was  advertised  for,  and  the  bids  were 
received  and  opened  by  the  committees  of  Congress,  as  required  by  law,  | 
and  the  contract  awarded  by  them.  The  following  year  the  work 
was  not  advertised  for.  My  understanding  of  the  matter  is  that  the 
proper  committees  of  Congress  gave  out  the  work  to  certain  persons 
to  execute  at  prices  somewhat  lower  than  those  of  a  preceding  year. 
Having  once  advertised  for  the  execution  of  the  work,  they  thereby 
established  what  they  considered  a  proper  price  for  it,  and  ordered  the 
work  to  be  given  out  to  various  engravers  at  that  price. 

For  the  third  year  it  was  not  advertised  for.  Mr.  Seaman,  I  an- 
derstand,  gave  it  out  at  a  somewhat  lower  price  still,  to  such  persons 
as  he  thought  proper.  Some  two  or  three  engravers  went  to  work 
upon  it.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction  expressed  in  regard 
to  bis  conduct,  which  came  to  the  ears  of  the  proper  committees  of  Con- 
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gress.     Those  committees  instituted  an  investigation  of  the  matter 
»nd  it  ended  by  their  receiving  the  work  and  paying  for  it. 

Question.  Have  any  other  contracts  for  engraving  been  made,  to 
your  knowledge,  without  the  usual  advertisement  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  We  frequently  make  small  contracts  without 
advertising.  Last  winter  we  made  several  small  contracts  for  en- 
graving. I  think  there  were  three  or  four  such.  I  have  no  doubt 
contracts  were  made  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  without 
advertisement.  We  sometimes  have  small  jobs  of  engraving  for 
which  the  cost  of  advertising  would  amount  to  more  than  the  work 
itself.  It  has  been  the  custom  of  the  office  to  do  this  without  adver- 
tising. I  have  no  doubt  there  were  some  such  cases  under  Mr  Sea- 
man's superintendency.  My  knowledge,  however,  of  all  this  engraving 
business  is  quite  limited. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  instances  in  which  large  contracts  for 
engraving  have  been  made  without  advertising  ? 

Answer  None  except  that  I  have  spoken  of,  in  reference  to  the 
mechanical  part  of  the  Patent  Office  report. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  the  contracts  for  the  engravings  and 
illustrations  of  the  Pacific  railroad  reports  were  made  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  matter  was  all  before  the  proper  committees 
of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  and  they  adopted  some  general  plan 
and  gave  Mr.  Seaman  some  general  instructions  in  regard  to  the 
matter,  but  what  they  were  specifically  I  know  not,  nor  do  I  know 
how  far  they  were  carried  out.     That  is  a  matter  of  record. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  advertisement  for 
proposals  to  do  that  particular  work  ? 

Answer.  I  know  there  were  advertisements,  but  whether  they 
included  the  whole  or  only  a  part  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  engraving  committees  at  any 
time,  or  any  member  of  those  committees,  went  to  New  York  to  exe- 
cute the  contract  himself,  together  with  Mr.  Seaman,  for  that  particular 
work  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  any  such  instance. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Shaw  ren- 
dered any  kind  of  service  not  office  service  at  the  time  he  received 
pay? 

Answer.  I  think  he  was  out  of  employment.  That  was  the  repre- 
sentation to  me.     He  performed  no  service  connected  with  our  oflBce. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  rendered  any  service,  whether 
in  your  office  or  elsewhere,  for  which  he  received  this  compensation  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Question.  Where  is  Mr.  Shaw  now  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  is  in  Washington. 

Question.  What  is  his  employment? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  have  heard  that  he  is  a  correspondent 
for  the  New  York  Herald  at  the  present  time. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  What  period  of  time  did  you  say  Mr. 
Shaw's  compensation  embraced  ? 

Answer.  The  last  half  of  September  and  the  whole  of  October, 
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1854,  at  the  rate  of  $1,600  a  year,  amounting  to  |18T  50,  with  twenty 
per  cent,  thereon  as  extra  compensation. 

Question.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Shaw  when  he  came  to  the  office  to  draw 
this  money  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  came  to  the  office  and  signed  the  pay-roll.  If 
he  did,  he  signed  the  pay-roll  in  my  presence,  and  I  gave  him  a  check 
for  the  money. 

Question.  What  is  the  heading  of  your  pay-roll  ? 

Answer.  There  is  an  account  current  which  reads  thus : 

**  The  United  States  in  account  current  with  A.  G.  Seaman,  Super- 
intendent of  Public  Printing,  for  disbursements  made  by  him  during 
the  month  of  October,  1854,  out  of  the  appropriation  for  the  compen- 
sation of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing  and  the  clerks 
and  messenger  in  his  office,  contained  in  the  act  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  civil  and  diplomatic  expenses  of  the  government,  for  the 
year  ending  June  30,  1856,  approved  March  3, 1855." 

The  debit  side  of  the  account  contains  a  statement  of  the  amount 
of  salaries  paid,  and  the  credit  side  the  drafts  received  from  the  trea- 
sury, reference  being  made  to  accompanying  abstracts  showing  the 
amount  received  by  each  person,  and  his  receipt  therefor. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  I  desire  to  know  whether  there  is  any 
certificate  appended  to  each  one  of  those  pay-rolls. 

Answer.  Herein  the  book  is  the  abstract  referred  to,  containing  the 
names  of  the  clerks,  their  office,  the  rate  of  their  compensation,  and 
the  amount  paid  for  their  services,  with  a  receipt  attached  thus  : 

^*  We,  whose  names  are  hereunto  subscribed,  acknowledge  to  hare 
received  of  A.  G.  Seaman,  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing, 
the  sums  opposite  our  names,  in  full  of  our  salaries,  respectively,  for 
the  month  ot  October,  1854." 

This  receipt  is  signed  by  each  person  employed  in  the  office  as  he 
receives  his  pay. 

Question.  What  is  the  form  of  the  certificate  ? 

Answer.  It  is  as  follows : 

*'  Office  Superintendent  Public  Printing, 

''  Washington,  October  31,  1854. 
''A.  G.  SEAMAN, 

"  Superintendeni.'' 

Question.  And  that  form  prevails  on  all  the  pay-rolls  ? 

Answer.  It  does. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Is  there  any  further  certificate  than 
that  attached  to  the  pay-roll  upon  which  the  account  is  settled  at  the 
Treasury  Department  ? 

Answer.  None. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Did  you,  of  your  own  knowledge 
know  that  Mr.  Shaw  was  an  invalid  ? 

Answer.  I  knew,  of  my  own  knowledge,  that  his  eyes  were  very 
sore.     That  was  all  I  knew  of  his  personal  health. 


rer.  Since  the  26th  of  January  last. 

iion.  What    particular   department    have    you    under    your 

rer.  For  the  first  six  months,  and  up  to  the  19th  of  July  last, 
harge  of  all  the  books  ordered  to  be  bound  by  Congress.  My 
s  was  to  receive  them,  to  see  that  they  were  properly  bound, 
ieliver  them  to  the  officers  appointed  by  law  to  receive  them, 
tion.  Have  you  been  engagea  in  examining  the  books  of  the 
>erintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

^er.  Yes,  sir.  By  the  order  of  the  present  Superintendent  of 
Printing  it  became  necessary  to  examine  the  books  in  order  to 
ay  kind  of  setfclement. 

tion.  Be  kind  enough  to  state  what  you  know  in  reference  to 
mnts  and  books  of  that  office. 

rer.  Since  the  19th  of  July  the  present  Superintendent  of 
Printing  added  to  my  desk  the  duty  of  receiving  all  paper 
3d  by  contract  to  the  government,  as  well  as  the  delivery  of 
le  to  the  public  printer,  and  to  the  binders.  The  books  before 
the  books  in  which  the  accounts  connected  with  this  branch  of 
iness  of  the  office  have  been  kept  since  its  organization.  I 
reat  irregularities  in  the  manner  in  which  those  accounts  were 
id  great  confusion, 
tion.  What  were  those  irregularities,  and  in  what  do  they 

^er.  Any  person  who  will  examine  those  accounts  will  find 
le  face  of  them  a  great  deal  of  confusion,  and  memoranda  in 
mark,  and  in  some  instances  duplicate  entries  of  the  same 
nts,  which  would  lead  to  great  confusion;  for  instance,  there 
itry  of  the  Coast  Survey  Report  ordered  by  the  Senate  in  1852, 
md  by  S.  De  Camp,  10,000  copies;  5,000  for  the  Senate,  and 
or  the  Coast  Survey  Office.  In  connexion  with  this  entry  is 
owing  in  pencil  mark:  **0n  this,  $75  was  returned  for  waste 
iirnished  bv  the  office,  the  balance  retained  bv  Mr.  De  Camn  for 
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there  in  the  form  in  which  I  have  stated.     There  is  no  other  charge 
or  entry  of  that  $75,  nor  any  credit,  that  I  can  find. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Who  is  ''  G.  E.  A.  ?" 

Answer.  I  understand  he  was  a  clerk  then  in  the  office  of  the  Super- 
intendent of  Public  Printing,  but  now  dead  :  George  E.  Abbott. 

Question.  What  book  have  you  been  reading  from  ? 

Answer.  It  is  the  book  recording  the  return  and  delivery  of  bound 
documents. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  What  is  the  irregularity  in  the  account 
to  which  you  have  referred  ?     Does  not  the  account  balance  ? 

Answer.  I  referred  to  that  item  merely  to  show  the  manner  in 
which  the  accounts  were  kept,  that  the  committee  might  judge  whether 
that  is  a  proper  mode  of  keeping  accounts.  The  account  of  this  docu- 
ment, bound  and  returned,  balances.  In  regard  to  duplicate  entries 
of  the  same  work,  the  first  entry  is  headed  *'  Pacific  Railroad  Survey," 
10,000  copies  ordered  to  be  bound  in  several  volumes,  credited  to  J. 
W,  Arnold,  binder.  The  first  entry  is  September  28,  1855,  2,200 
volumes.  The  second  entry  is  October  13, 1855,  3,105  volumes  ;  Octo- 
ber 27,  1855,  3,265  volumes;  January  23,  1856,  719  volumes;  Feb- 
ruary 19,  400  volumes  ;  April  12,  279  volumes  ;  making  in  all  9,968 
volumes.  That  account  runs  short,  and  that  is  not  an  uncommon  thing 
through  the  book.     It  is  short  32  volumes. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Is  that  so  many  volumes  or  so  manysets 
short  ? 

Answer.  It  is  volume  first. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  You  say  it  is  not  uncommon? 

Answer.  It  is  not  uncommon.  I  present  this  case  with  a  view  of 
showing  another  entry.  In  another  part  of  the  book  is  another  entry 
of  the  work. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  What  do  the  two  entries  show? 

Answer.  They  show  that  one  or  the  other  of  the  entries  is  not  cor- 
rect— that  is,  so  far  as  the  delivery  is  concerned.  The  heading  is  the 
same. 

Question.  What  is  the  discrepancy  ? 

Answer.  It  is  in  the  detail  of  deliveries.  In  this  second  entry  there 
are  seventeen  deliveries  recorded,  while  in  the  first  entry  there  were 
only  six  deliveries.  ^ 

Question.  What  became  of  the  books  which  that  discrepancy  shows. 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  It  is  not  uncommon  for  the  binders  to  run 
short  from  various  causes,  such  as  damages  to  books,  &c. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  I  dittcover  one  thing  in  this  aoconnt. 
The  first  delivery  in  the  first  account  is  2,200  volumes.  I  have  footed 
up  the  first  seven  deliveries  in  the  second  entry,  and  it  makes  the  same 
amount  of  2,200  volumes,  so  that  they  agree.  The  total  accounts  are 
32  volumes  short  in  both  entries.  The  first  seven  entries  in  the  one 
case  make  the  same  as  the  first  entry  in  the  other. 

Question  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  was  the  object  of  keeping  two 
separate  accounts  in  the  same  book,  one  in  one  place  and  the  other  la 
another. 

Answer.  I  cannot  imagine  the  object.  , 

Question.  Are  there  any  vouchers  for  the  delivery  of  those  books  to  ^ 
the  proper  oflBcers  ?  ^ 
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Answer.  No,  sir.  This  is  the  only  record  showing  delivery  to  the 
folding  room.  The  accounts  of  the  superintendent  of  the  folding 
room  should  correspond  with  this. 

Question.  What  memoranda  is  there  that  those  hooks  have  been 
delivered  to  the  proper  officers  of  the  House  and  Senate  ? 

Answer.  This  is  the  memoranda  itself. 

Question.  Are  there  no  further  or  other  vouchers  in  the  department  ? 

Answer.  The  way  that  business  has  been  done  for  some  time  is  this: 
when  a  load  of  books  comes  for  the  folding  room  we  go  and  count  them, 
and  the  folding  room  receives  them,  and  they  are  entered  upon  these 
books  in  this  way. 

Question.  Does  the  Superintendent  take  no  vouchers  from  the  folding 
room? 

Answer.  None. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  By  what  sort  of  vouchers  does  the  Super- 
intendent settle  with  the  public  printer  ? 

Answer.  There  never  has,  to  my  knowledge,  been  any  settlement 
with  the  public  printer^  unless  one  was  made  with  Bobert  Armstrong. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Are  the  accounts  of  the  public  printer 
made  up  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  the  certificates  signed  by  the  public  printer? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  When  you  asked  me  the  question  whether  the 
accounts  of  the  public  printer  were  made  up  in  the  office  of  the  Super- 
intendent of  Public  Printing,  and  in  reference  to  a  settlement  of 
accounts  with  the  public  printer,  I  had  in  my  mind  only  that  branch 
of  the  accounts  which  belong  to  my  desk.  I  state  that  there  has  been  no 
settlement,  except  in  the  case  I  mentioned,  of  the  accounts  for  paper. 
The  accounts  for  other  matters  belong  to  another  desk. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Is  there  any  receipt  taken  by  the  Super- 
intendent of  Public  Printing  from  the  public  printer  for  the  amount 
of  paper  furnished  to  him  ? 

Answer.  There  is. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Youstate  that  of  the  first  volume  of  the 
Pacific  Kailroad  Report,  10,000  copies  were  ordered,  and  but  9,968 
delivered  from  the  binder.  I  want  to  know  if  the  government  was 
charged  for  this  deficiency  of  32  copies. 

Answer.  The  binder  was  only  paid  for  the  number  delivered. 

Question.  Has  Mr.  Seaman  charged  the  government  with  the  same 
numbers  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  the  certificate  issued  is  for  the  same  numbers. 

Question.  Then  what  fact  does  the  investigation  of  that  account 
show? 

Answer.  It  only  shows  the  want  of  system  in  which  the  books  were 
kept. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Is  there  anything  in  these  memoranda 
made  in  pencil  showing  any  improper  conduct  upon  the  part  of  Mr. 
Seaman  or  enuring  in  any  way  corruptly  to  his  benefit  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  imagine  there  is. 

Question.  Then  it  simply  shows  the  loose  way  in  which  his  books 
were  kept? 
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Answer;  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  You  state  that  so  far  as  you  have  ex- 
amined the  books  they  only  show  an  irregular  and  improper  mode  of 
keeping  them  ? 

Answer.  That  is  all. 

Question.  Is  it  possible  to  tell  from  the  books,  kept  as  they  have 
been,  whether  any  one  has  derived  advantage  from  the  irregular 
manner  in  which  they  have  been  kept  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  What  explanation  can  you  give  of  this 
$75  then? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  explanation.  In  the  case  of  the 
Coast  Survey  Report  of  1854,  10,000  of  which  Congress  ordered,  5,000 
for  the  Coast  Survey  Office ;  the  binding  of  these  was  done  by  J.  W. 
Arnold  ;  the  items  are  also  entered  in  duplicate,  the  same  as  in  the 
case  of  the  first  volume  of  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Is  that  the  usual  form  for  keeping  these 
accounts  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  the  practice  has  been  changed  in  the  office.  The 
first  entry  I  find  here  is  for  10,088  volumes,  the  whole  number  ordered 
was  10,000  ;  the  second  entry  contains  the  delivery  of  the  books,  in 
detail ;  the  heading  is  ''Coast  Survey  Report,  10,000  copies,  5,000  for 
Coast  Survey  Office."  The  first  ^ntry  under  this  head  is  November 
17,  2,600  volumes.  The  duplicate  entry  of  the  same  date  shows  2,600 
volumes  delivered,  for  which  a  certificate  was  issued.  The  second 
delivery  under  the  first  entry  was  on  the  30th  of  November,  of  2,500 
volumes.  There  appears  on  the  second  entry  to  have  been  a  certificate 
issued  for  2,500  volumes,  though  the  detailed  statements  of  delivery 
show  that  only  480  volumes  had  been  delivered  at  that  time.  There 
appears  to  have  been  certificates  issued  in  all  for  10,088  volumes, 
though  the  second  entry  shows  the  delivery  of  only  9,788  volumes. 

Question.  What  is  the  amount  of  the  discrepancy  ? 

Answer.  Just  300  volumes.  When  I  discovered  this  fact,  in  order 
to  see  further  into  the  matter,  I  examined  the  entries  on  the  books  of 
the  superintendent  of  the  House  folding  room,  with  reference  to 
Coast  Survey  Report  of  1854,  and  found  that  they  corresponded  with 
the  detailed  entries  of  deliveries  in  the  books  in  our  office. 

Question.  Did  the  books  correspond  in  respect  to  the  aggregate 
number  certified  for  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  discrepancy  ;  what  was  the  difference 
between  the  statements  in  detail  and  in  the  aggregate  ? 

Answer.  Three  hundred  volumep. 

Question.  Then,  according  to  these  entries,  there  have  been  certifi- 
cates issued  for  300  volumes  more  than  the  detailed  statement  shows 
to  have  been  delivered  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Have  you  any  continuation  of  this 
account  which  might  show  that  these  books  were  delivered  afterwards? 

Answer,  No,  sir. 
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m,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Who  signed  these  certificates  ? 

r.  Mr.  Seaman. 

►n.  Who  made  these  entries  of  delivery  ? 

r.  I  do  not  know. 

m.  How  are  they  headed? 

r.  ''Coast  Survey,  10,000  copies,   5,000  for  Coast  Survey 

m.  Do  I  understand  you  to  testify  that  that  entry  discloses 
that  there  were  delivered,  in  detail,  9,788  volumes  of  this 
vey  Report,  and  that  upon  the  margin  of  it  are  Mr.  Seaman's 
js,  or  the  substance  of  certificates,  which  indicate  the  delivery 
olumes  more  than,  according  to  that  book,  were  actually 
by  the  binder  ? 
r.  Yes,  sir. 

)n,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  we  understand  you  to  say  that 
nts  in  the  folding  room  correspond  with  the  detailed  state- 
he  delivery  of  9,788  volumes  ? 

r.  No,  sir  ;  the  folding  room  was  entitled  to  receive  5,000 
id  received  but  4,788,  being  short  212 ;  the  Coast  Survey 
seived  their  5,000  ;  the  government  having  paid  for  10,088, 
ight  more  than  were  ordered  to  be  printed  and  bound,) 
that  300  volumes  were  paid  for  which  were  not  received. 
>n,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  What  period  of  time  does  the  delivery 
K)ok8  cover  ? 

T.  From  November  7,  1855,  to  February  19,  1856.  That 
the  delivery  of  the  Coast  Survey  orders,  as  well  as  those  for 
Qg  room 

on,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Was  the  government  charged  with  the 
,088  copies,  or  only  the  number  which  the  books  show  to  have 
tally  delivered  ? 

T.  The  government  paid  the  full  amount  of  the  certificates 
the  binders,  calling  for  10,088  volumes, 
on.  Then  the  government  paid  for  300  volumes  of  this  report 
?re  never  delivered  ? 
r.  According  to  these  books. 

on,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  was  the  amount  paid  per  vol- 
binding  these  reports  ? 
T.  Fifty  cents, 
on.  Do  you  know  what  was  the  value  of  these  books  per 

»r.  I  do  not. 

on,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  Cannot  you  state  in  general  terms? 

)T.  I  could  not. 

on,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Was  the  book  worth  $5  per  volume? 

ir.  I  have  no  judgment  about  it. 

on.  Can  you  ascertain,  and  inform  the  committee  on  some 

»8ion  ? 

iT.  I  can. 

on.  I  want  to  know  whether  these  memoranda  in  pencil  were 

it  to  the  business  of  the  office,  and  were  such  as  should  have 

de  in  the  form  of  regular  entries  ? 


;  ] 
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Answer.  I  think  they  were  important,  and  should  have  been  made 
in  the  form  of  regular  entries. 

Question.  If  these  memoranda  in  pencil  had  been  robbed  <mt,  would 
there  have  been  anything  to  show  the  business  of  the  office  which  they 
disclose  ? 

Answer.  I  have  aaotber  instance  before  me  where  there  would  not  be. 

Question.  How  is  it  as  a  general  thing? 

Answer.  I  think  as  a  general  thing  there  would.  This  is  the  first 
time  my  attention  has  been  called  to  this  feature  of  the  case;  I  have 
before  me  the  entries  under  the  head  of  ^'  33d  Congress,  Ist  session. 
Account  of  documents  bound  and  settled  for  by  the  House  binder." 
It  goes  on  with  several  items;  then,  under  the  head  of  part  3d,  Presi- 
dent's message,  is  an  entry  in  pencil  marks,  "  May  13,  settled  for 
13,605  copies,  with  waste  leaves;  part  one,  6,395  were  settled  for  in 
former  bill;  settled  for  waste  leaves  for  20,000,  part  two,  and  20,000 
part  three;  whole  amount,  |402  02." 

Question.  That  is  a  memorandum  made  in  pencil  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  I  want  to  ask  you  another  question  in 
relation  to  this  deficiency  of  300  volumes.  Have  you  any  knowledge 
of  their  being  printed,  or  whether  they  were  paid  for  by  the  govern- 
ment without  being  printed  at  all  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know;  there  is  an  entry  in  duplicate  of  part  2d 
of  GilHs'  Report. 

Question.  Is  there  any  discrepancy  in  the  two  entries  ? 

Answer.  The  first  entry  seems  to  be  incomplete;  it  is  for  3,157 
volumes;  the  second  entry  is  for  5,986  copies. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  How  many  were  paid  for  according  to 
the  memorandum  of  certificates  ? 

Answer.  There  appears  to  have  been  certificates  issued  for  5,987 
copies;  the  discrepancy  might  very  easily  occur;  it  leaves  fourteen 
copies  short  of  the  6,000  ordered;  but  there  is  nothing  unusual  in  that. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Are  those  the  only  woflts  that  that  book 
refers  to  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  this  book  contains  a  record  of  other  works  ordered 
to  be  bound  by  Ciongress;  that  is,  the  extra  copies. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Is  the  account  of  the  Japan  Expedi- 
tion there  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  examined  that  book  in  relation  to  all  the  works 
which  were  published  under  the  charge  of  Superintendent  Seaman  to 
see  whether  any  error  existed  in  reference  to  them  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  there  were  any  errors  or  not. 
Those  I  have  pointed  out  appear  to  be  the  most  prominent,  and  my 
attention  was  more  particularly  directed  to  them  from  the  fact  that  the 
entries  were  in  duplicate. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Have  you  gone  through  all  those 
accounts? 

Answer.  I  have  gone  through  the  whole  of  them  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  the  amount  of  paper  required  for  waste  leaves,  in  order 
that  I  might  settle  the  paper  account. 
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ion,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  That  was  the  matter  to  which  you  par- 
r  directed  your  attention  ? 
er.  Yes,  sir. 

ion.  And  you  called  the  committee's  attention  to  these  cases 
)  fact  that  there  were  duplicate  entries  ? 
er.  Yes,  sir. 

ion.  Then  you  are  not  able  to  say  how  the  account  stands  be- 
he  binders  and  the  government  in  regard  to  any  other  docu- 
hich  were  under  your  supervision  ? 
er.  No,  sir  ;  not  satisfactorily. 

tion  by  the  Chairman.)  We  wish  you  o  examine  the  book  or 
3  binders  of  each  of  the  books  printed,  the  number  ordered,  the 
of  copies  delivered  by  the  Superintendent,  the  number  for 
ertificates  were  given,  and  also  the  cost  of  each  of  the  volumes.  '' 

^pt  with  the  binders,  and  ascertain  the^  number  of  copies  received 
ion,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Is  there  any  memorandum  made  in 
»k  in  relation  to  the  report  oi  the  special  committee  for  investi- 
»f  the  troubles  in  Kansas  ? 
er.  There  is. 

ion.  State  how  many  copies  of  that  report  were  ordered  to 
:ed,  how  many  were  delivered,  and  how  many  were  bound, 
er.  There  were  20,000  extra  copies  ordered,  and  the  entry 
liat  20,000  were  bound, 
ion.  Then  all  the  extra  copies  were  bound? 

er.  It  would  so  appear.  I 

ion.  Were  certificates  given  for  that  binding  ? 
er.  Certificates  were  given  for  that  number, 
ion.  Does  the  account  show  that  any  numbers  of  that  report 
t  bound  ? 
er.  No,  sir. 

ion.  Does  it  appear  from  that  account  that  the  whole  number 
report  was  delivered  to  the  folding  room  ? 
^er.  Yes,  sir. 

ion.  State  the  condition  of  those  accounts,  and  generally  what 
hibit. 

rer.  They  are  generally  in  a  confused  condition, 
tion,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Before  you  commence  your  answer  to 
lestion,  nave  the  kindness  to  explain  to  the  committee  what  is 
}y  waste  leaves  in  the  paper  account. 

^er.  Waste  leaves,  or,  as  they  are  sometimes  called,  fly-leaves, 
ok  leaves  in  the  beginning  and  back  part  of  the  book.  Origi- 
he  binders  furnished  the  paper  for  the  waste  leaves  them- 
and  received  from  one-half  to  three- fourths  of  a  cent  per  volume 
70,  and  from  a  cent  to  a  cent  and  a  half  per  volume  quarto,  (I 
from  the  period  this  office  took  charge  of  the  matter  the  latter 
as  the  rule,)  which  was  paid  on  certificate  of  the  Superintendent 
ic  Printing  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Complamt  was  made,  I  believe,  so  far  as  I  have  learned  the 
of  the  matter,  that  the  paper  furnished  by  the  binders  was 
•  in  quality  to  that  in  the  body  of  the  book.     The  Superin- 
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tendent  of  Public  Printing  then   sold   the  paper  required  for   waste 
leaves  to  the  different  binders. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  In  other  words,  he  furnished  it  him- 
self? 

Answer.  He  furnished  it,  but  the  binders  still  continued  to  receive 
pay  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  from  time  to  time  would  make  payments  for 
paper  to  the  Superintendent. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Will  you  now  take  up  the  several 
items  of  account  for  waste  paper,  and  examine  them  separately  ? 

Answer.  The  first  entry  I  find  is  headed  "Waste  leaves  for  all 
documents  delivered,  settled  for  until  April  1,  $735."  That  is,  on 
the  Senate  binding.     Shall  I  furnish  the  list  of  documents? 

The  Chairman :  No  ;  give  us  the  results. 

Witness.  I  have  here  a  memorandum  of  the  results  of  the  accounts 
I  have  looked  over  this  morning.  In  the  book  which  contains  the 
accounts  for  paper  in  reams,  and  dollars  and  cents,  delivered  to  the 
binders  up  to  April  1,  1856,  there  appears  to  be  marked  paid  by  the 
binders  $7,022  04.  That  is  from  December  23, 1853,  to  April  1, 1856, 
and  that  is  all  that  appears  to  have  been  paid  up  to  April  1, 1856 ;  but 
the  book  shows  thequantity  of  paper  delivered  to  amountto  $12,088  42. 
That  is  in  the  book  where  the  charges  for  paper  delivered  to  the  binder 
is  kept.  Then,  by  turning  to  the  book  where  the  documents  bound  are 
recorded,  I  find  entries  headed  **  Waste  leaves  for  all  documents 
delivered  settled,"  in  which  the  aggregate  amount  as  having  been  paid 
by  the  binders  is  $4,456  56 ;  making  in  all  $11,472  60,  which  the 
books  show  to  have  been  paid. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Is  the  discrepancy  of  six  hundred  and 
odd  dollars  accounted  for  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  there  is  nothing  appearing  on  the  books  to  account 
for  it.  But  I  am  coming  to  what  appears  on  the  books  on  their  face, 
and  that  is  all  I  know  about  it. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Will  you  state  whether  you  have  dis- 
covered, in  your  investigations,  accounts  due  from  binders  which  have 
not  been  paid,  but  which  have  been  claimed  to  have  been  paid? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  In  a  book  kept  by  the  paper  clerk,  in  which 
accounts  of  the  certificates  issued  for  paper  for  payment  at  the  treasury 
were  kept,  I  discovered  this  record :  **  The  United  States  with  Sylvester 
Megargee — April  14,  1856.  For  1,668  reams  of  printing  paper,  24  by 
38  inches,  45  lbs.,  at  $6  04 }|  the  ream  ;  making  $10,086  18."  Then, 
in  red  ink,  I  find:  **  For  56  reams  printing  paper,  24  by  38  inches,  45 
lbs.,  at  $6  04H,  $338  63;"  making  1,724  reams  and  $10,424  81. 
Then  follows  this  account  of  certificate  issued :  **  April  14, 1856.  Out 
of  the  appropriation  for  paper  required  for  printing,  1st  session,  34th 
Congress."  That  is  erased  by  red  ink.  Then,  in  red  ink,  I  find  this 
following:  '^  Payment  for  the  above  amount,  $10,424  81,  for  1,724 
reams,  45  lbs.  paper,  was  made  by  A.  G.  Seaman  out  of  the  fund  for 
waste  leaves.  The  above  number  of  reams,  1,724,  for  the  quantity 
used  by  the  binders  up  to  the  1st  of  April,  1856.  Washington,  April 
15,  1856."  Seeing  that  entry  of  1,724  reams,  as  the  amount  the 
binders  had  received  for  waste  leaves,  on  further  investigation,  I  found 
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lint  received  by  the  binders  up  to  April  1,  1856,  of  45  lb. 
as  1,804^  reams.  That  led  me  to  investigate  into  the  amount 
'  charged  to  the  binders  which  showed  no  credit,  and  I  found, 
lin  Tretler  had  received  March  10,  1856,  two  reams,  56  lb. 
16  80.  I  made  out  his  bill  and  sent  it  to  him,  and  he  came 
I  it.  I  might  state,  at  this  stage  of  the  investigation,  that  I 
aware  that  the  binders  had  been  receiving  pay  from  the  Sec- 
F  the  Senate  and  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  It 
gested  that  binders  had  been  receiving  paper  at  the  same  time 
1  been  receiving  pay  for  the  same  paper  also  from  the  govern- 

ext  item  I  found  not  marked  paid  was  $1,168  24,  for  a  quan- 
»rty-five  pound  paper,  delivered  previous  to  April,  1 856.  It  was 
i  to  Mr.  Arnold.  Meeting  Mr.  Arnold  in  Philadelphia,  I  spoke 
n  reference  to  this  account.  He  said  he  had  paid  for  all  paper 
eceived.     That  was  previous  to  my  knowledge  of  his  having 

pay  from  the  House  and  the  fcJenate.  A  week  or  two  after 
rn  home,  not  feeling  satisfied  about  the  matter,  in  accordance 
!  instructions  of  the  superintendent,  Mr.  Bowman,  I  made  out 
for  that  amount  of  paper  and  sent  it  to  him.  He  called  in 
;w  days,  and  stated  to  the  superintendent  and  myself  that  the 
was  correct  so  far  as  the  receiving  the  paper  was  concerned, 
t  he  would  pay  it.  He  gave  his  note  for  it,  August  31,  at 
^8,  for  $1,168  24,  protesting,  at  the  same  time,  that  he  had 
by  way  of  a  loan,  to  Mr.  Seaman ;  that  it  was  the  under- 
;  between  him  and  Mr.  Seaman  that  the  matter  should  be 
a  that  way. 

Ion,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Did  he  state  the  amount  of  money  he 
3  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

3r.  It  was  more  than  the  bill  referred  to. 
ion,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Was  there  anything  else  said  by  Mr. 
about  that  account  which  it  is  important  for  the  committee 
? 

3r.  I  do  not  recollect  anything, 
on,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  Are  you  distinct  in  your  recollection 

Arnold  stated  that  this  account  was  to  be  paid,  or  that  it  was 
od  between  him  and  Mr.  Seaman  that  it  was  to  be  paid,  by 
I? 

3r.  Yes,  sir,  it  was  so  stated  to  me  before  others  in  the  office. 
»unt  of  Mr.  Arnold  on  the  book  stands  in  this  way :  a  mark 
k  is  drawn  obliquely  across  the  record, 
on,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  does  that  usually  indicate  in 


ping? 
jr.  Ui 


%  mark-index,  ''  see  page  27." 
on,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  That  account  showed  him  to  be  indebted 
4? 

fr.  I  supposed  so  after  having  understood  more  about  the 
The  index  says  *'  see  page  27."     On  turning  to  page  27  you 
ling  referring  to  that  account.     It  is  not  carried  forward. 

28 


snally  it  indicates  some  kind  of  a  settlement.     Then  J 
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Question,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  Was  the  line  dra^ui  obliquely  across 
the  account  drawn  before  you  made  this  credit  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  It  had  the  appearance  of  a  closed  and 
settled  account  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  made  the  mark  ? 

Answer.  A  former  clerk  in  the  office,  Mr.  Jewett. 

Monday,  January  24,  1859. 

Dr.  William  Quail  recalled. 

Witness.  I  wish  to  make  an  explanation  to  the  commitee  in  refer- 
ence to  a  matter  on  which  I  was  examined  Saturday. 

I  find  by  reference  to  the  book  wherein  the  binders  are  charged  with 
paper  that  there  was  actually  paid  from  December,  1853,  to  the  first  of 
April,  1856,  for  paper,  by  the  binders,  $6,787  50.  I  stated  Saturday 
that  it  was  |7,022  04.     In  that  I  was  mistaken. 

There  was  an  account  on  the  books  standing  open  against  Mr. 
McGuire,  for  which  he  afterwards  produced  receipts.  The  receipts 
produced  were  for  the  additional  amount  of  $2^796  U5.  $1,013  25  of 
that  amount  appears  to  have  been  paid,  however,  on  the  3Uth  of  April. 
Mr.  McGuire  explained  to  me  what  that  amount  was. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Is  any  portion  of  that  amount  for 
which  Mr.  McGuire  produced  receipts  credited  upon  that  book? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  upon  this  book,  in  which  are  kept  the  accounts 
of  paper  furnished  to  the  binders.  On  a  blank  sheet  there  appears* 
memorandum  in  red  ink  as  a  credit  under  the  date  of  April  30,  1856, 
by  cash  $1,013  25.  That  blank  sheet  is  opposite  his  account.  Then 
on  the  13th  of  May,  1856,  and  October  14,  1857,  Mrs.  Sergeant  m 
credited  with  $122  12.  That  $6,787  50,  the  $2,796  95  of  McGuire, 
and  the  $122  12  of  Mrs.  Sergeant's  makes  an  aggregate  of  $9,706  57 
which  appears  to  have  been  paid  to  Mr.  Seaman  by  the  binders. 
Then  by  turning  to  the  book  wherein  is  recorded  the  documents  bound 
and  delivered  to  the  superintendent,  is  to  be  found  the  entries  for 
waste  leaves  as  appears  upon  the  face  of  the  books.  I  ask  the  committee 
to  look  at  the  books  themselves.  Here  is  a  record  of  the  books  reaived 
from  the  binders,  showing  the  number  of  volumes  and  the  amount  for 
binding.  And  here  is  an  account  for  waste  leaves  for  15,000  copies, 
settled  August  3,  1856,  of  $112.  The  superintendent  gave  certifi- 
cates for  that  amount  for  binding,  and  also,  I  believe,  gave  his  certifi- 
cate for  waste  leaves,  for  which  the  binders  received  pay  from  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate.  ^ 
But  it  does  not  appear  upon  the  face  of  the  entry  that  that  has  beeaf 
paid  back  to  the  superintendent,  though  the  probability  is  that  it  ^^^i|^ 
but  then  you  cannot  say  upon  the  face  of  the  account  that  it  was.  Th«| 
books  do  not  show  it,  although  from  some  records  in  the  boob  i^'  ^ 
would  seem  that  it  was.  There  is  another  entry  for  waste  leaves^ 
Mr.  McQuire,  which  appears  to  be  settled  by  checks  ;  but  the  booki|  _ 
don't  show  whether  that  was  paid  to  McGuire  or  whether  McGoii* 
paid  Mr.  Seaman.     I  say  the  accounts  are  all  confused,  and  ^^ 
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not  tell  from  the  books  anything  satisfactorily  about  the  transac- 

18. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  I  understood  you,  yesterday,  to  say  that 
books  show  that  from  December  23,  1853,  to  April  1,  1856,  there 
J  paper  delivered  for  waste  leaves  to  the  amount  of  $12,189  39.  Is 
t  all  that  appears  on  the  books  as  charged  for  waste  leaves  for  the 
ate  and  House  binding  ?  - 

linswer.  That  is  all  the  paper  charged  in  the  book  wherein  the 
>unt  of  paper  delivered  to  the  binders  appears,  but  the  number  of 
uments  bound  during  that  period  required  much  more  paper  for 
\te  leaves,  for  which  the  binders  were  of  course  paid. 
Question.  We  want  to  know,  as  nearly  as  possible,  how  much  paper 
I  given  out  to  the  binders  for  waste  leaves  up  to  the  first  of  April, 
6,  and  at  what  prices  it  was  charged  to  them. 
Answer.  There  was  delivered  and  charged  to  the  binders  during 
t  period,  699^  reams  of  45  pound  paper,  at  $6  10,  and  1,105  reams, 
S6  16^  ;  of  52  pound  paper,  63J  reams,  at  $7  28,  and  54  reams,  at 
32  ;  of  56  pound  paper,  24  reams,  at  $8  40,  making  1,946  reams 
Jl,  at  $12,189  39. 

Question.  Why  not  include  the  waste  leaves  charged  during  the 
re  term  of  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Luswer.  Because  soon  after  the  1st  of  April,  1856,  a  change  was 
le  in  reference  to  the  matter  of  waste  leaves.  After  thjsit  time 
er  alone  was  furnished  the  binders,  and  there  were  no  money  trans- 
ons  about  it. 

aestion.  That  matter  of  furnishing  waste  leaves  was  not  embraced 
he  contract  of  the  binders  ? 

nswer.  Yes,  sir  ;  for  they  were  allowed  pay  for  waste  leaves  far- 
ed by  themselves  before,  but  now  the  paper  for  the  waste  leaves 
trnished  to  the  binders. 

uestion,  (by  Mr.  Harris  )  I  understand  you  to  say  that  from 
smber  23,  1853,  to  April  1,  1856,  there  is  marked  as  paid  by  the 
iers  for  waste  leaves,  $6,787  50  ? 

nswer.  Yes,  as  appears  upon  the  books  in  which  the  binders  are 
ged  with  paper,  but  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  book  showing 
return  of  documents. 

aestion.  And  you  say  that  within  that  time  the  books  show  a 
rery  of  paper  to  the  binders  to  the  amount  of  $12,189  39.  Now  be- 
?n  the  gross  amountyougive  as  paid  by  thebinders  within  that  time, 
iding  the  account  of  McGuire,  which  amount  in  the  aggregate  to 
06  57  and  this  amount  of  $12,189  39  there  is  a  difference  of 
83.  How  is  that  difference  explained?  In  other  words,  the 
iers  would  seem  to  owe  the  office  that  difference,  and  if  so,  has  it 
i  paid,  to  whom,  and  to  whom  credited? 

nswer.  When  I  took  charge  of  the  books,  seeing  the  entry  of  1,724 
08,  as  being  amount  of  paper  received  by  the  binders  up  to  April 
856,  I  supposed  the  account  had  all  been  settled.  Mr.  Jewett 
had  charge  of  the  desk,  told  me,  in  a  conversation  we  had  after 
return  from  the  north,  that  he  thought  these  binders  owed  more 
ley,  but  that  he  was  not  certain  and  could  dot  tell,  exactly,  any- 
ig  about  it  as  Mr.  Seaman  attended  to  the  matter  himself.     I  then 
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sent  to  each  of  the  binders,  whose  account  seemed  unsettled,  their 
bills.  The  first  was  to  Mr.  Tretler,  for  $16  80,  which  he  called  and 
paid.  I  stated  before  that  in  conversation  with  Mr.  Arnold,  in  Phil- 
adelphia, I  mentioned  to  him  that  his  account  of  $1,168  24  seemed 
to  be  unsettled,  and  I  sent  him  a  bill  for  that  amount,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  he  had  asserted  it  had  been  settled. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  The  general  condition  of  the  books 
led  you  at  first  to  suppose  that  the  account  had  been  settled? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  He  called,  however,  as  1  stated,  and  settled  for 
the  whole  amount.  Then,  again,  in  the  case  of  Jos.  B.  Williams;  I 
presented  a  bill  for  $412,50,  which  he  called  and  paid. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Did  the  appearance  of  the  books  indicate 
that  his  account  was  settled  or  unsettled? 

Answer.  It  had  the  general  appearance  of  a  settled  account;  there 
were  double  lines  drawn  with  red  ink  under  it,  as  in  the  other  case, 
with  a  reference  below  of  the  account  having  been  carried  forward,  when 
it  was  not  carried  forward. 

Quei'tion.  Then  do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  account  against 
Jos.  B.  Williams  stood  on  the  books  as  $728  05,  and  that  doable 
lines  were  drawn  under  it  as  if  to  show  that  it  was  a  settled  account? 

Answer.  That  would  seem  to  be  the  inierence. 

Question.  Is  that  the  usual  method  of  book* keepers  to  show  that  an 
account  has  been  closed? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  or  otherwise  carried  forward. 

Question.  Is  that  $728  05,  or  any  portion,  credited  to  him  on  the 
books? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  For  a  portion  of  that  $728  05,  Mr.  Williams  is 
entitled  to  credit  on  the  paper  account  for  waste  leaves,  he  not  having 
received  pay  thereior  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  the  Clerk 
of  the  Houbc  of  Bepresentatives. 

Question.  What  proportion? 

Answer.  $412  50  is  what,  according  to  that  account,  he  would  and 
did  owe  the  government  when  under  the  new  arrangement  of  May  13, 
1856,  he  was  entitled  to  $315  55,  or  rather  its  equivalent  in  paper. 

Question.  I  understand  that  this  account  was  underlined  in  red 
ink,  and  marked  as  if  carried  forward? 

Answer.  If  you  will  allow  me,  I  will  explain  the  whole  matter. 
You  already  understand  that  previous  to  May  13,  1856,  the  binders 
received  paper  from  the  government,  and  at  the  same  time  received 
pay  from  the  Clerk  of  the  House  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate;  that 
was  considered  a  complicated  way  of  doing  business,  and  the  Com- 
mittee on  Printing  on  the  13th  of  May,  1856,  ordered  that  that  system 
of  doing  business  should  cease,  and  that  paper  should  be  furnished  by 
the  government  to  the  binders  for  binding  the  public  documents. 
Now,  then,  I  discovered  that  Mr.  Williams  had  received  $412  50 
worth  of  paper  which  he  had  received  pay  for,  and  had  not  paid  it  to 
the  superintendent;  the  balance  of  paper  charged  to  him,  amounting 
to  $315  55,  he  was  entitled  to  by  reason  of  the  number  of  documents 
he  had  bound  a^iler  the  new  system  went  into  operation  in  May, 
1856. 
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Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  In  that  account  of  Mr.  Williams  is 
;here  any  credit  given  to  him  for  money  received  by  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  and  I  am  satisfied  that  Mr.  Seaman  did  not 
•eceive  any  from  him. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Will  a  reference  to  the  books  of  the 
Treasury  Department  where  those  accounts  of  Mr.  Seaman  were  paid, 
acilitate  an  understanding  of  the  accounts? 

Answer.  I  think  not,  so  far  as  this  matter  of  waste  leaves  is  con- 
cerned. The  amount  paid  by  Mr,  Seaman  for  paper  purchased  by  the 
government  by  him,  will  appear  on  those  books.  I  have  examined 
thAm. 

Question.  Does  the  paper  account  square  with  the  amount  of  cer- 
tificates he  ^ve? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  the  same  as  to  the  binding? 

Answer.  I  have  not  examined  that. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  I  understand  that  the  account  of  J.  B. 
Williams  appears  to  have  been  closed  upon  the  books  with  Mr.  Sea- 
man; no  money  appears  to  have  been  paid  by  Mr.  Williams  to  Mr. 
Seaman;  nor  does  any  appear  to  be  due.  Is  that  what  the  account 
shows  ? 

Answer.  It  might  be  a  matter  of  difference  of  opinion  as  to  whether 
^he  mark  of  red  ink  across  the  account  would  be  considered  as  indi- 
cating that  the  account  was  settled. 

Question.  Is  not  that  the  ordinary  and  usual  mode  of  indicating 
the  closing  of  an  account  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  When  debit  and  credit  accounts  are  properly 
kept,  and  the  account  is  settled,  it  is  so  stated  by  giving  credit  by 
;ash  or  otherwise,  and  then  a  red  line  is  drawn  latterly  and  obliquely 
3elow  the  account. 

Question.  That  account  is  not  kept  in  the  ordinary  form  of  debit 
ind  credit? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  impression  did  the  red  line  make  upon  you  in 
reference  to  the  settlement  of  the  account? 

Answer.  Seeing  the  red  line  and  the  reference  made  below  to  another 
page  as  if  the  account  had  been  carried  forward,  and  upon  turning  to 
;hat  page  not  finding  it  carried  forward,  I  supposed  the  account  closed. 

Question.  On  a  subsequent  examination  you  found  Mr.  Williams 
)wed  $412  50? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Williams  or  his  agent,  when  applied  to  for  pay- 
nent  of  that  amount,  state  that  he  owed  it,  or  that  he  had  paid  it? 

Answer.  When  I  spoke  to  his  agent  about  the  paper  account,  he 
told  me  that  it  was  closed. 

Question.  Is  there  anything  upon  Mr.  Seaman's  books  which  shows 
the  receipt  of  that  money  from  Mr.  Williams? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  When  you  insisted  upon  his  paying  the  money,  did  he 
pay  it? 

Answer.  When  I  subsequently  sent  the  bill,  he  called  and  paid  it. 
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Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Please  state  with  whom  the  next  paper 
account  is  ? 

Answer.  The  next  account  is  the  account  of  paper  delivered  to  Mrs. 
A.  Sergeant,  Senate  binder  of  fine  copies,  for  waste  leaves. 

Question.  What  is  the  condition  of  that  account  ? 

Answer.  She  had  a  running  account  up  to  July  7,  1858,  unpaid 
from  October  3,  1856,  of  $933  14;  this  was  a  mere  selling  of  paper  to 
her;  our  oflSce  had  nothing  to  do  with  it;  it  belonged  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Senate. 

Question.  Is  there  any  amount  due  to  the  department  upon  that 
account,  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  |669  11. 

Question.  The  report  of  Mr.  Bowman,  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing,  made  to  the  present  Congress^  shows  that  he  has  received  of 
Mrs.  Sergeant,  binder  of  reserved  copies,  $933  14;  how  do  you  explain 
this  difference? 

Answer.  She  had  a  running  account  with  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing  for  paper,  and  the  balance  of  the  paper  wasreceired 
from  the  present  superintendent. 

Question.  Is  there  no  credit  on  that  account  to  Mrs.  Sergeant? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  that  account  kept  as  the  preceding  accoant  of 
Williams  was  kept? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Does  it  appear  to  have  been  closed  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  said  when  that  account  was  presented  to  Mrs. 
Sargent  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  Mrs.  Sergeant  said. 

Question.  Nothing  was  said  directly  to  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  state  that  |669  11  was  received  from  Mrs.  Ser- 
geant by  the  present  superintendent  for  paper  furnished  for  waste 
leaves  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Does  the  account  itself  show  that  that  amount  was  due 
from  Mrs.  Sergeant? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  was  the  last  item  of  that  account  charged? 

Answer.  November  20,  1857. 

Question.  Did  you  present  the  bill  to  Mrs.  Sergeant? 

Answer.  I  sent  it  to  her. 

Question.  And  she  paid  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  was  said  at  the  time  ? 

Answer.  The  conversation  was  with  the  clerk,  Mr.  Jewett,  who 
kept  the  books  at  that  time.  He  said  it  was  an  impression  whicliha 
had  received  from  Mr,  Seaman  that  Mrs.  Sergeant  was  not  to  be  required 
to  pay  for  that  paper. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Jewett  inform  you  that  Mr.  Seaman  gave  hin* 
that  impression  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Queetion.  Did  Mrs.  Sergeant  object  to  paying  it? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Did  Mrs.  Sergeant  attend  to  her  business 
in  person  or  by  an  agent  ? 

Answer.  By  an  agent. 

Question.  Who  was  her  agent  ? 

Answer,  I  forget  the  name 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris  )  Did  any  clerk  in  the  oflSce  of  the  super- 
intendent converse  with  Mrs.  Sergeant  about  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Jewett  have  an  interview  with  her  about  the 
account? 

Answer.  Mr.  Jewett  was  not  in  the  office  at  the  time  of  which  I 
speak. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  How  does  the  account  of  J.  C. 
McGruire  stand  for  waste  leaves  ? 

Answer.  There  was  a  large  portion  of  his  account  which  bore  upon 
he  face  of  it  the  same  appearance  of  the  other  accounts  I  have  men- 
tioned, with  underlining  and  a  reference  forward. 

Question.  Did  that  account  appear  to  have  been  settled? 

Answer.  It  had  the  same  appearance  as  the  others. 

Question.  Was  it  your  impression  that  it  had  been  settled  ? 

Answer.  My  first  impression  was  that  it  had,  but  after  examining 
it  I  sent  Mr.  McGuire  a  bill  for  |2,166. 

Question.  Did  he  pay  the  bill? 

Answer.  He  called  at  the  office  with  receipts  from  Mr.  Seaman 
covering  the  amount  of  the  account,  as  it  appears  from  the  book  in 
which  the  paper  is  charged ;  but  upon  further  investigation  of  the 
account  I  found  that  Mr.  McGuire  had  received  pay  for  waste  leaves 
to  the  amount  of  $258  75,  which  the  books  did  not  show  that  he  had 
refunded.  I  made  out  a  bill  against  him  for  that  amount,  and  he 
paid  it. 

Question.  What  did  he  say  about  the  account? 

Answer.  He  said  he  never  paid  money  with  more  regret  in  his  life, 
that  he  was  satisfied  he  had  paid  it  to  Mr.  Seaman 

Question.  Does  it  appear  upon  the  books  anywhere  that  the  super- 
intendent received  the  money  covered  by  the  receipts  that  Mr.  McGuire 
had? 

Answer.  He  is  not  credited  upon  the  books  proper  ;  the  only  credit 
which  could  cover  the  amount  is  the  statement  in  gross  to  which  I 
have  before  referred  of  ten  thousand  and  odd  dollars  paid  Megargee 
for  paper  out  of  waste  leaves. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  McGuire  make  any  further  remarks  about  the 
payment  of  this  account ;  and  if  so,  state  what  they  were? 

Answer.  He  remarked  that  when  Mr.  Seaman  wanted  money  he 
would  ask  for  it ;  and  that  he  had  given  him  two  or  three  hundred 
dollars  at  a  time  for  waste  leaves,  and  from  time  to  time  Seaman  gave 
receipts  for  the  whole,  in  the  aggregate  ;  that  was  the  amount  of  his 
statement. 

Question.  You  stated  that  the  total  amount  for  waste  leaves  within 
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a  certain  period  was  $12,189  39  ;  does  that  amount  embrace  the  $2,166 
shown  on  Mr.  McGaire's  account? 

Answer.  There  is  no  statement  about  waste  leaves ;  the  amount  for 
paper  delivered  to  binders  was  that  sum. 

Question.  Does  that  sum  embrace  the  amount  of  the  $2,166  for 
which  Mr.  McGuire  stands  charged  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode  )  Has  Mr.  Seaman  in  any  way  accounted 
to  the  government  for  that  $2,166? 

Answer.  There  is  no  record  of  it  on  these  books,  except  the  general 
credit  to  which  I  have  referred,  of  $10,424  81. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  I  understand  you  that  Mr.  McGuire's 
account  shows  him  to  be  indebted  to  the  government  in  the  sum  of 
$2,166  for  paper? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  upon  the  face  of  the  books. 

Question.  And  you  discovered,  upon  examination,  that  Mr.  McGuire 
had  received  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  for  waste  leaves  the 
further  sum  of  $258  75,  which  would  have  made  Mr.  McGuire's  account 
in  the  aggregate  $2,424  76  ;  now  do  I  understand  you  further  to  saj 
that  no  credit  to  Mr.  McGuire  appears  upon  his  account  for  paper, 
and  that  the  only  memorandum  which  could  cover  the  amount  is  a 
memorandum  upon  a  blank  leaf  in  the  book  of  $1,013  25  as  having 
been  received  for  waste  leaves  without  specifying  from  whom  it  was 
received,  leaving  still  a  balance  of  $1,411  50  due  the  government 
which  is  unaccounted  for? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Now  I  want  you  to  tell  me  whether  the  government  is 
credited  and  Mr.  Seaman  charged  anywhere  on  these  books  with  that 
$1,411  50? 

Answer.  Not  at  all. 

Question,  Did  he  receive  it  in  fact? 

Answer.  There  is  no  record  of  his  having  received  any  money  on 
this  account,  except  $10,424  81.  By  taking  the  different  items  of  money 
paid  to  Mr.  Seaman  by  the  different  binders,  they,  do  not  amount  in 
the  aggregate  to  quite  that  sum  ;  the  inference,  of  course,  is  that  this 
amount  covers  these  several  items,  because  it  appears  that  the  whole 
amount  of  $10,424  81  was  paid  to  Mr.  Megargee  for  1,724  reams  of 
paper  out  of  the  fund  for  waste  leaves,  but  it  does  not  show  in  detail 
where  the  money  came  from. 

Question.  But  you  stated  that  the  amount  of  paper  furnished  the 
different  binders  for  waste  leaves  was  $12,189  39,  and  that  there  is 
only  a  credit  of  $10,424  81  as  having  been  paid  to  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  but  in  that  statement  of  $10,424  81  is  not  included 
the  amounts  which  have  since  been  received  from  the  different  binders. 

Wednesday  Morning,  January  26,  1859. 

Dr.  Wm.  Quail,  recalled. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Does  it  appear  from  the  books  that,  up 
to  the  15th  of  April,  1856,  the  Superintendent  had  received  from  tht 
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contractor,  Mr.  Megargee^  paper  amounting  to  the  sum  paid  by  Mr. 
Seaman  out  of  funds  as  stated  in  the  memoranda  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  appears  to  have  been  delivered  of  that  par- 
ticular paper  up  to  that  time  ? 

Answer.  1,668  reams. 

Question.  How  is  the  deficiency  made  up? 

Answer.  66  reams  is  added  below  in  red  ink. 

Question.  Is  it  usual  to  use  red  and  black  ink  upon  the  same  page 
of  a  book  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  except  by  way  of  explanation.  Some  book- 
keepers use  red  ink  by  way  of  explanation  of  a  transaction. 

Question.  What  appears  to  have  been  the  object  in  using  diflFerent 
colored  ink  in  that  case  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  How  much  was  the  cost  of  that  paper  per  ream? 

Answer.  $6  04||;  it  was  45  lb.  paper. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  keep  any  account  of  debtor  and  credit 
between  himself  and  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question.  Have  you  found  in  the  books  of  the  oflSce  any  such 
account  respecting  the  fund  collected  from  waste  leaves,  or  any  other 
fund? 

Answer.  None  other  than  this  memorandum  in  red  ink  in  the  book 
of  certificates  issued. 

Question.  Is  that  an  account  or  memorandum  between  himself  and 
the  government? 

Answer.  Not  properly. 

Question.  Did  he  not  keep  an  account  against  the  government  for 
funds  expended  in  travelling  expenses  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  so;  but  that  account  belongs  to  another  desk. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  amount  he  charged  the  government  for 
travelling  expenses? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  amount  expended  for  travelling  ex- 
penses by  Mr.  Bowman  since  his  appointment  to  that  office  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  In  your  examination  you  have  stated  that  the  books  show 
that  20,000  copies  of  the  Kansas  Investigating  Committee's  Report 
had  been  bound  and  paid  for.  Will  you  refer  to  your  books  again 
and  state  that  fact  more  fully  ? 

Answer.  The  record  shows  that  of  the  report  of  the  special  com- 
mittee to  investigate  the  troubles  in  Kansas,  20^000  bound  copies 
were  delivered  to  the  folding  room  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  that  certificates  were  issued  to  the  binders  for  the  20,000  copies. 

Question.  How  many  bound  copies  of  the  second  volume  of  the 
Japan  Expedition,  according  to  the  books,  were  delivered? 

Answer.  The  record  against  the  folding  room  shows  a  delivery  of 
30,000,  and  1500  additional  to'Commodore  Perry. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  certificates  for  binding  issued 
in  that  case  ? 
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Answer.     The  record  shows  certificates  issued  for  10,500  copies. 

Question.  How  manycopiesof  the  Japan  Expedition  were  delivered 
to  the  folding  room,  as  appears  by  the  books? 

Answer.  30,000  copies. 

Question.  How  many  copies  do  the  certificates  of  the  binders 
embrace  ? 

Answer.  30,000  copies|to  the  folding  room  and  1,500  to  Commodore 
Perry. 

Question.  How  many  copies  of  the  third  volume  of  the  Commercial 
Relations  appear,  by  the  books,  to  have  been  delivered  to  the  folding 
room? 

Answer.  10,000  copies. 

Question.  How  many  copies  were  embraced  in  the  certificates  to  the 
binders? 

Answer.  10,000  copies  to  the  folding  room  and  500  to  the  State 
Department. 

Question.  Turn  to  the  account  of  the  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  certain  alleged  corrupt  combinations  of  members 
of  Congress,  and  tell  me  how  many  copies  appear  to  have  been  delivered 
to  the  folders  ? 

Answer.  10,000  copies  were  delivered  ;  the  binders  were  paid  for 
binding  10,000 ;  and  certificates  were  issued  for  that  amount  of  binding. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  else  connected  with  the  accounts 
of  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  which  it  is  important 
for  this  committee  to  know  ?     If  so,  state  it. 

Answer.  In  regard  to  that  56  reams  before  mentioned,  which  appear 
to  have  been  added  to  the  1,668  reams,  in  order  to  make  up  1,724 
reams,  I  find  on  reference  to  the  books  recording  the  invoice  of  paper 
as  received,  some  figures  in  red  ink  upon  the  margin  of  the  entry, 
summing  up  the  amount  of  paper  received,  making  1,668.  Added  to 
this  is  a  memorandum  of  the  56  reams  overpaid  added  to  it,  making 
1,724  reams.  Then  below  that,  is :  **  April  16th,  1,026  reams,  Apru 
21st,  641  reams,"  in  black  ink  as  having  been  received ;  and  a  note 
below  in  black  ink  '^  received  at  different  times  by  railroad,  addressed 
to  C.  Wendell  and  used  without  being  officially  inspected."  On  the 
margin  connected  with  this  entry,  appears  this:  **  1,567  reams  less 
56  reams,  leaving  1,511  reams."  Now,  it  would  appear  that  on  the 
15th  of  April,  1856,  there  were  not  1,724  reams  delivered  by  the  con- 
tractor. Mr.  Seaman  assumes  56  reams  as  having  been  delivered 
when,  in  after  deliveries,  the  56  leams  was  taken  off. 

Question.  State  how  the  paper  was  received  from  the  contractor, 
and  how  it  was  delivered  to  the  public  printer. 

Answer.  The  books  show  that  a  large  portion  of  the  paper  was  re- 
ceived and  delivered  by  irresponsible  persons— persons  not  employed 
in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing.  A  note  on 
the  invoice  book  states:  ''2,514  reams  printing  paper,  24  by  38  inches, 
45  lb.  paper,  at  $6  13^%?  received  at  different  times,  and  of  which  no 
account  was  rendered  to  me  bv  the  person  in  charge  of  wareroom." 
Signed  ''  G.  D.  J."  That  is 'Mr.  Jewett.  That  included  three  other 
items  of  180,  210,  and  158  reams,  and  made  up  the  amount  of  3,062 
reams,  for  which  a  certificate  was  issued  April  9, 1857.  It  seems  there 
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was  a  man  employed  at  the  wareroom,  so  far  as  I  can  learn,  who 
received  the  paper  from  the  contractor  and  delivered  it  to  the  printer; 
and  from  those  slips  sent  to  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing  the  entries  of  paper  received  and  delivered  were  made.  I 
found  those  slips  laying  around  the  office  loose  in  bundles,  and  I 
gathered  them  up  and  preserved  them,  as  you  see  them  in  this  book, 
by  pasting  them  on  these  leaves.  The  following  is  the  tabic  of  books, 
with  their  cost  per  copy,  requested  by  the  committee  : 
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Wednesday  Evening,  January  26,   1859. 

A.  J.  Laknbr,  sworn. 

QneatioB,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 
Answer.  In  Washington  city. 

Question.  In  what  business  have  you  been  engaged  within  the  last 
tree  or  four  years? 
Answer.  In  clerking. 
Question.  Where? 

Answer.  I  was  engaged  iu  the  city  post  ofSce  during  the  adminis- 
ation  of  Millard  Fillmore. 

Question.  Where  have  you  been  since  that  time  ? 
Answer.  I  left  the  city  post  office  in  1852.  In  1854  I  was  appointed 
erk  of  the  mayor  of  the  city,  and  served  under  him  until  the  first  of 
ily,  1856, 

Question.  Where  then? 

Answer.  On  the  24th  of  November,  1856, 1  was  appointed  by 
eneral  CuUom,  and  served  under  him  in  the  office  of  the  House  of 
epresentatives  until  the  last  of  April. 

Question.  Have  you  held  any  other  office  in  or  about  the  Capitol 
ithin  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  was  appointed  superintendent  of  the  folding  room  in  the 
ouse  of  Representatives  the  first  of  May,  1857,  and  remained  until 
le  22d  of  December  following. 

Question.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  books  of  the  folding  room 
iring  the  administration  of  Mr.  Darling  as  doorkeeper  of  the  House 
Representatives? 

Answer.  For  eight  months  they  were  directly  under  my  charge. 
Question.  Will  you  state  what  you  know  of  the  delivery  of  works 
iblished  under  the  direction  of  Congress  for  distribution  during  the 
(d  and  34th  Congresses  ? 

Answer.  Previous  to  the  appointment  of  Superintendent  of  Public 
rinting  neither  the  public  printer  nor  any  of  the  binders  could 
3t  their  pay  until  they  had  received  the  certificate  of  the  superin- 
indent  of  the  folding  room  that  the  proper  number  of  books  had  been 
elivered.  It  was  up  to  that  time  his  duty  to  certify  to  the  number  of 
(X)ks  delivered.  But  when  the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Public 
rinting  had  been  created  and  the  appointment  made,  he  took  charge 
f  that  department.  He  certified  for  the  number  of  books  printed 
nd  bound,  and  delivered  such  books  to  the  folding  room  as  he  thought 
roper.  After  I  went  in  as  superintendent  of  the  folding  room  there 
ad  been  some  clamor  about  the  delivery  of  books,  and  as  to  who  had 
be  receipt  to  give.  I  contended  that  I  had  the  right  to  receipt  for 
bem,  and  that  they  were  not  to  be  paid  for  until  a  certificate  had  been 
iven  from  me.  On  the  13th  of  May  a  load  of  books — vol.  2  Japan 
ieport — came  up.  Mr.  Malloy,  a  messenger  from  Mr  Seaman's 
flSce,  came  up  with  them.  After  they  had  been  delivered  I  asked 
[r.  Malloy  who  brought  them,  and  how  many  there  were.  He  re- 
lied that  there  were  200.  I  replied  that  there  were  only  155.  He 
len  said  that  Mr.  Seaman  had  retained  45  copies  in  his  office.  I  asked 
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what  right  Mr.  Seaman  had  to  retain  books  in  his  department  and 
charge  them  to  the  House.  He  replied  that  Mr.  Seaman  had  a  perfect 
right  to  do  as  he  thought  proper.  I  then  sat  down  and  addressed  the 
following  note  to  Mr.  Seaman,  to  which  I  received  no  reply : 

'*  Folding  Room,  House  op  BBPRBSKNTATiyBS, 

"  Washington  City,  August  13,  1867. 
**  Sir  :  The  resolution  authorizing  the  publication  of  Perry's  Expe- 
dition says  expressly  that  10,000  copies  shall  be  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  members,  and  five  hundred  copies  for  the  use  of  Commodore  M.  C. 
Perry.     Now,  as  there  is  nothing  in  the  resolution  specifying  how 
many  shall  be  delivered  to  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  IT 
respectfully  ask  you  to  inform  me  from  what  source  you  derive  th^ 
power  to  appropriate  any  part  of  those  books  to  your  use. 
**  Respectfully, 

''  A.  J.  LABNER, 
*  *  Superintendent. 
''A.  G.  Seaman,  Esq., 

'*  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing.'* 

Question.  Did  you  receive  an  answer  ? 

Answer.  I  received  no  answer.  Mr.  Towers,  who  was  a  clerk  in 
Mr.  Seaman's  oflSce,  came  into  the  folding  room  four  or  five  days  after- 
wards, and  I  asked  him  why  Mr.  Seaman  did  not  reply  to  my  letter? 
He  said,  as  near  as  I  recollect,  that  he  did  not  recognize  my  right  to 
catechise  him  ;  that  if  I  wanted  any  information  it  was  Captain  Darl- 
ing's place  to  address  him,  and  then  he  would  reply.  Some  conversa- 
tion followed  about  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Seaman  had  acted.  I 
stated  that  Mr.  Seaman  hdd  retained  a  certain  number  of  copies  ot 
the  Pacific  Railroad  JKeport,  and  referred  particularly  to  the  second 
volume.  He  replied  that  Mr.  Seaman  had  kept  twenty-five  copies, 
and  that  he  knew  where  they  went.  There  were  a  good  many  other 
things  said  in  regard  to  the  matter  in  the  course  of  the  conversation, 
but  I  do  not  recollect  them  sufficiently  well  to  repeat  them  now. 

Question.  Were  the  books  which  were  ordered  by  Congress  gen- 
erally delivered  in  full  to  your  department  by  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  For  some  of  the  books  the  numbers  were  short.  The  first 
volume  of  the  Japan  Expedition  and  the  report  relative  to  the  Kansas 
troubles  had  been  delivered  before  I  came  into  the  office ;  a  large 
portion  of  the  Smithsonian  Report  and  the  Finance  Report  had  also 
Deen  delivered  before  I  came  into  the  office.  I  have  here  a  list  of  the 
books  delivered  while  I  was  there,  showing  the  numbers  due  when  I 
left,  on  the  22d  of  December,  which  was  made  out  by  Mr.  Garretson, 
who  had  charge  of  the  books  in  that  department. 

Question.  Do  you  know  it  to  be  correct? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have  compared  it  myself,  carefully,  with  the 
books  from  which  it  was  made  out.     The  following  is  the  list : 

December  3,  1857.  No.  received.         No.  ordered. 

Japan  Expedition,  vol.  1 9,947  10,000 

*'  ''  •'     2 9,359  10,000 

''  '*  ''    3 9,999  10,000 

Central  American  Correspondence 9,808  10,000 
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December  3, 1857.  No.  received.  No.  ordered. 

Smithsonian  Report,  1855 7,400  7,500 

**        1856 7,500  7,500 

Finance  Report,  1855-56 15,000  15,000 

Commerce  and  Navigation,  1856 12,500  12,500 

Message  and  Document,  1856-'67,  vol.  1 19,992  ) 

''     2 19,982  V  20,000 

''                   "                "           "     3 20,000) 

aillis's  Observations,  vol.  6 1,248  1,250 

Commei;cial  Relations,  vol.  1 9,926  10,000 

''            ''     3 9,952  10,000 

''            "     4 9,399  10,000 

Coast  Survey,  1855 5,596  6,000 

Corruption  Report , 9,971  10,000 

Pacific  Railroad,  vol.  2 9,923  10,000 

''           ''     3 9,948  10,000 

"            "           "     4 9,361  10,000 

Patent  OflBce  Report,  (Mechanical,)  1856 50,000  50,000 

**         '\         ''        (Agricultural,)  1856...  200,000  200,000 

466,811  469,750 
466,811 


Deficiency 2,939 


Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  What  is  the  whole  number  of  the  dafi- 
ciency  ? 

Answer.  2,939. 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  period  of  time  this  list  embraces? 

Answer.  It  embraces  all  the  Dooks,  extra  copies  of  which  were 
ordered  by  the  34th  Congress,  which  had  been  received  up  to  De- 
cember 22,  1857. 

Question.  It  comprises  then  no  deliveries  made  after  the  22d  of 
December,  1857? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  preceded  you  as  superintendent  of  the  folding  room  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Babcock. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  else  about  the  business  of  the 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  or  his  accounts? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  anything  about  his  accounts. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Are  you  in  possession  of  any  knowl- 
edge important  for  this  committee  to  know,  about  the  management  of 
his  oflSce? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  never  have  had  occasion  to  go  there.  I  never  was 
in  his  office  at  all,  that  I  recollect. 

Question.  Have  you  stated  all  that  is  within  your  knowledge  of 
the  failure  to  deliver  the  books  ordered,  to  the  folding  room? 

Answer,  I  have  stated  everything  I  know  in  regard  to  the  matter. 
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Nathan  Darling  sworn : 

Quefltion,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Seaman, 
late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  relation  did  you  sustain  to  Mr.  Seaman  during  his 
superin  tendency  ? 

Answer.  I  was  appointed  in  his  office  in  April,  1854,  to  take  charge 
of  the  paper  which  was  delivered  from  the  contractors,  to  examine 
and  receive  all  the  paper  contracted  for. 

Question.  How  long  did  you  perform  that  duty? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  precisely  how  long.  It  was  some  eight 
or  nine  months. 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  you  know  respecting  the  contracts 
for  paper  and  the  receipts  for  the  same,  during  your  continuance  in 
office. 

Answer.  The  paper  received  weighing  56  pounds  to  the  ream,  Mr. 
Seaman  took  charge  of  and  I  know  nothing  about.  I  took  charge  of 
the  45  pound  paper  which  was  manufactured  somewhere  in  Connecticat, 
I  think ;  the  contract  price  was  six  dollars  and  some  odd  cents  per  ream. 
When  the  cargoes  of  paper  arrived  in  Georgetown,  I  examined  it  with  a 
sample  furnished  me,  and  if  it  came  up  to  the  standard,  I  received  it 
and  placed  it  in  the  warehouse.  In  almost  every  case,  however,  none 
of  it  came  up  to  the  standard,  when  I  reported  the  fact  to  Mr.  Seaman, 
who  always  directed  me  to  receive  it.  There  was  one  cargo  of  paper 
I  remember  particularly,  which  was  totally  unfit  for  use.  I  went  to 
the  office  and  not  finding  Mr.  Seaman  in,  I  reported  the  fact  to  Mr. 
Towers,  his  chief  clerk,  and  took  him  with  me  to  look  at  it.  The 
paper  usually  received  was  worth  about  |4  25  a  ream.  It  would  not 
have  sold  for  that  here,  but  it  would  have  cost  about  that  to  hare 
bought  it  and  brought  it  here  from  the  north.  After  the  paper  had 
been  placed  in  the  warehouse  by  Mr.  Seaman's  direction,  I  took  it  as 
it  was  required  and  carried  it  to  the  government  printing  oflfices, 
then  the  Union  office  and  the  Sentinel  office.  Mr.  Wendell,  whowaa 
foreman  of  the  Sentinel  office,  and  the  foreman  of  the  Union  office, 
both  told  me  the  paper  was  unfit  for  use  and  not  to  bring  any  more 
of  it  there,  I  reported  the  fact  to  Mr.  Seaman  and  he  replied  that  it 
did  not  matter,  let  them  go  without.  Both  Mr.  Wendell  and  the 
foreman  of  the  Union  office,  often  told  me  that  the  paper  was  of  infe- 
rior quality  such  as  could  be  bought  anywhere  for  $4  25  a  ream. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  who  the  contractor  was  lor  that  year? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  do  not.  The  contracts  are  in  the  office,  and 
will  show. 

Question.  What  year  was  that? 

Answer.  1854,  and,  I  think,  a  part  of  1855.  I  called  Mr.  Sea- 
man's attention  to  the  fact,  and  told  him  that  some  day  there  would 
be  a  noise  made  about  it,  and  presuming  that  if  there  was  he  would 
say  that  he  appointed  me  to  examine  and  receive  the  paper,  and  if  it 
did  not  come  up  to  the  standard  it  was  my  fault  and  not  his.  I  was 
particular  always  in  calling  Mr.  Towers'  attention  to  the  fact,  as  wdl 
as  Mr.  Seaman's.  I  wanted  him  to  know  by  whose  authority  it  was 
received.     He  would  reply  that  there  was  something  wrong.    I  did 
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why  we  should  take  paper  worth  not  more  than  |4  25  a  ream, 
we  were  paying  |6  06.  I  knew  the  government  was  being 
1,  and  I  would  not  do  that  kind  of  business  for  him,  or  any- 
Ise,  believing  that  the  blame  would  afterwards  be  thrown  on  |^|  ^j 

id  that  was  the  reason  why  I  quit  the  office.  I  had  many  talks 
[r.  Wendell  about  it.  He,  and  also  the  foreman  of  tiie  Union 
can  tell  you  all  about  this  paper.  Mr.  Holland,  now  a  clerk  in 
)use,  was  then  chief  clerk  in  the  Union  office,  and  he  also 
all  about  it.  There  was  another  thing  about  the  management 
paper  which  I  conceived  to  be  wrong.  The  contractor  for  fiir- 
r  paper  agrees  to  furnish  it  in  such  quantities  and  at  such  times 
Superintendent  may  require  him  to,  and  to  deliver  it  where  the 
ment  wants  it.  He,  however,  had  it  delivered  in  large  quanti- 
id  hired  a  warehouse  in  which  he  put  it,  and  he  kept  a  negro 
I  paper  from  there  every  time  a  load  was  wanted  at  the  printing 

That  cost  several  hundred  dollars  a  year  for  cartage,  when 
I  tractors  agreed  to  deliver  it  at  such  place  and  in  sach  quanti- 
were  required. 

ition,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Was  it  customary  for  the  contractors 
B  their  paper  here  at  all,  and  deliver  it  in  that  way  ? 
wer.  No,  sir;  and  the  excuse  made  by  Mr.  Seaman  was,  that 
mid  not  very  well  deliver  it  just  as  he  wanted  it.  I  called  the 
on  of  some  members  of  the  House  to  it  at  the  time,  and  particu-* 
bat  of  Mr.  Letcher,  to  whom  I  showed  the  paper^  and  told  all 
it. 

ition.  Have  you  any  knowledge  how  these  contracts  for  paper 
lade? 

wer.  No,  sir.  I  have  never  seen  them;  they  are  all  on  file  in 
ice,  or  ought  to  be. 

jtion.  Do  you  know  whether  the  paper  was  delivered  during 
le  you  were  in  the  office  by  the  party  or  parties  who  contracted 
ae  government,  or  by  other  parties — sub- contractors? 
veer.  The  paper  was  not  made  at  the  manufactories  of  those 
id  the  contract  for  supplying  it;  the  excuse  was,  that  the  water 
id,  and  that  they  had  to  buy  a  ^reat  deal  of  the  paper.  I 
I  the  parties,  contractors,  always  shipped  the  paper  from  New 
IT  Boston. 

Ition.  Was  there  much  difference  in  that  class  of  paper  ? 
wer.  There  was  a  material  difference.     It  was  spongy,  and  you 
lot  wet  it  down;  and  when  yon  came  to  make  a  book  there 

be  four  or  five  shades  in  the  leaves.  Some  of  the  paper  was 
irk,  some  of  a  blue  tint,  and  the  Union  office  men  said  it  was 
ible  to  use  it,  as  they  could  not  wet  it  down.  That  is  a  phrase 
f  printers.  It  was  mostly  worked  into  the  Agricultural  Beports, 
nance  Report,  and  such  books  as  members  do  not  generally 
le. 

Ition.  What  proportion  of  the  paper  was  delivered  on  contract ; 
lat  proportion  was  purchased  by  Mr.  Seaman  in  open  market 

your  connexion  with  the  office  ? 

wer.  I  cannot  tell,  but  a  very  large  proportion  was  purchased ; 
je  half  a  dozen  kinds  of  paper  used  at  the  department ;  and  some 
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two  or  three  hundred  thousand  dollars  worth  he  purchased  that  year 
which  was  not  contracted  for  at  all ;  it  was  purchased  in  open  mar- 
ket, as  I  understand. 

Question.  What  remark  did  Mr.  Seaman  make  when  you  notified 
him  that  you  had  condemned  this  paper  and  would  not  receive  it? 

Answer.  He  said  the  difficulty  with  the  paper  was  on  account  of  the 
water  heing  made  muddy  by  the  rains  during  the  manufacture ;  that 
paper-makers  would  fail  sometimes  ;  and  that  we  must  use  it,  or  we 
should  be  without  paper. 

Question.  How  long  after  you  gave  him  the  first  notice  of  the  quality 
of  the  paper  was  it  that  he  directed  you  to  receive  it  ? 

Answer.  The  next  day,  I  think  ;  he  went  himself  to  look  at  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  contractor  saw  him  in  the 
meantime  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  the  contractor  was  here  about  that  time. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Ciovode.)  Where  was  this  storehouse  of  Mr.  Sea- 
man's? 

Answer.  It  was  on  Eleventh  street,  I  think. 

Question.  Who  paid  the  rent  of  the  house  and  the  cartage^  &c.  ? 

Answer.  The  government. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Was  the  receipt  of  this  inferior  quality 
of  paper  of  frequent  occurrence  during  the  eight  months  yon  were  in 
the  office  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  hardly  any  of  it  came  up  to  the  standard. 

Question.  Did  you  call  Mr.  Seaman's  attention  to  it  repeatedly? 

Answer.  I  did,  but  more  particularly  that  of  his  chief  clerk.  Mr. 
Seaman  was  seldom  or  ever  to  be  found ;  but  the  chief  clerk  was  acting 
for  Mr.  Seaman,  and  I  called  his  attention  to  it  every  time. 

Question.  You  spoke  of  one  cargo  especially  as  being  very  inferior; 
can  you  tell  the  committee  what  the  valuo  of  the  paper  of  that  cargo 
was,  and  how  many  reams  there  were  in  the  cargo  ? 

Answer.  I  think  there  were  a  thousand  reams  of  that  paper,  bat  I 
cannot  say  positively. 

Question.  What  do  you  say  it  was  really  worth  and  could  be  p^^ 
chased  for  in  the  market? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wendell  said  $4  60  was  the  price  that  class  of  pap^ 
could  be  purchased  for  in  market ;  I  took  one  ream  of  it  for  the  pQ^ 
pose  of  seeing  what  it  would  bring,  but  I  could  get  no  price  pat  apon   ,^ 
it,  as  I  could  find  no  one  who  wanted  such  paper. 

Question.  In  your  opinion,  judging  from  your  knowledge  of  paper, 
and  from  what  you  learned  from  these  inquiries,  you  say  it  was  worth 
less  than  $4  a  ream  ?  J^ 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  j'' 

Question.  What  did  I  understand  you  to  say  the  governmeBt  wis  j 
paying  for  that  paper  ?  I 

Answer.  |6  06  a  ream,  I  think. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Oovode.)  Did  this  inferior  paper  come  from  Can- 
necticut  ? 

Answer.  It  came  by  water,  but  whether  it  came  from  the  mannfao- 
tory  there  I  do  not  know. 
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Question.  Do  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  who  were  the 

ners  of  the  Connecticut  mills? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  vessel  in  which  that  par- 

liar  cargo  came  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Juestion,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  State  what  you  know,  of  your  own 

jwledge,  or  by  common  reputation,  of  Mr.  Seaman's  pecuniary  cir- 

Qstances  when  he  took  this  office,  his  salary,  his  means  of  living, 

mode  of  living,  and  the  amount  of  money  which  he  seemed  to 
trol. 

Answer.  He  went  into  the  office  poor,  and  was  said  to  be  in  debt  to 
ry  body  he  could  get  into  debt  with;  his  salary,  I  believe,  was  $2,600 
ear  when  he  went  into  the  office,  but  it  was  somewhat  advanced 
jrwards;  he  increased  his  style  of  living;  he  went  to  New  York, 
i  got  fast  trotting  horses;  he  kept  three  fine  horses,  said  to  be  very 
h-priced  horses;  kept,  of  course,  a  man  servant  to  take  care  of 
m;  kept  his  carriage  and  buggies;  and  the  lecond  year  he  was  in 
3e  he  bought  a  fine  house  here  on  Thirteenth  street,  put  on  an  addi- 
lal  story,  put  in  marble  mantels  and  generally  a  refitting  through- 
;  it  was  furnished  in  the  latest  style,  and  contained  all  the  latest 
veniences;  that  style  of  living  in  our  part  of  the  country  would 
.  five  or  six  thousand  dollars  a  year  at  least;  he  travelled  with  his 
ily  a  great  deal,  and  it  was  a  common  remark,  '*  how  can  that 
1  do  these  things  on  $2,600  salary?" 
luestion.  What  did  you  know  of  his  pecuniary  condition  after  he 

the  office? 

nswer.  He  left  here  and  went  to  New  York;  I  do  not  know  how 

;h  nioney  he  took  with  him;  I  was  told  he  had  money  loaned  out 

iToand  town  here,  but  whether  he  had  or  not,  I  do  not  know. 

oestion,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Who  told  you  ? 

nswer.  I  do  not  remember. 

aestion,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Do  you  know  of  his  losing  large  sums 

loney  by  gambling  ? 

nswer.  I  do  not;  and  I  do  not  recollect  of  hearing  any  such  thing; 

as  said  that  he  used  to  gamble,  but  I  do  not  know  anything  about 

aestion.,  Do  you  know  of  his  making  money  out  of  the  contracts 

L  the  bind  rs;  of  his  getting  bantisea  from  them? 

nswer.  I  do  not;  but  it  was  currently  reported  that  the  engravers 

to  pay  him  from  five  to  seven  per  cent.;  I  don't  know  personally 

^hing  about  it. 

uestion,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  with- 

ral  of  any  bids  from  the  Committee  on  Engraving  and  Printing, 

Ir.  Seaman,  after  those  bids  had  been  submitted  to  the  committee? 

nswer.  I  know  of  one  case  of  that  sort. 

uestion.  State  what  you  know  of  that  matter. 

nswer.  He  published  for  bids  for  engraving  the  Patent  Office  Report 

the  first  session  of  the  34th  Congress;  I  think  it  was  the  engraving 

those  bulls.  There  were  many  bidders  here;  the  bids  were  opened, 

I  understand  that  after  they  were  opened  Mr.  Seaman  discovered 
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an  error,  em  he  said,  in  the  advertisement,  and  had  to  withdraw  it; 
he  said  they  could  not  assign  the  bids  under  that  advertisement,  and 
that  he  should  have  to  publish  them  anew;  whether  he  published  for 
bids  anew  or  not  I  do  not  know;  but  they  went  to  New  York,  and 
the  engraving  was  let  in  New  York. 
Question.  Who  went  to  New  York  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  went  there;  I  do  not  know  whether  he  met 
any  of  the  committee  there  or  not. 

Question.  Were  those  bids  again  submitted  to  the  committee? 
Answer.  They  were  not  submitted  to  any  committee  in  Washington, 
because  the  House  had  adjourned  and  gone  off.  I  learned  from  an 
engraver  in  New  York  that  the  engraving  was  subsequently  let  in  that 
city.  He  did  not  know  whether  the  committee  had  met  there  or  not 
to  let  it,  or  whether  Seaman  let  it  alone. 
Question.  Who  was  that  engraver? 

Answer.  A  Mr.  Livingston,  who  had  made  a  bid  which  ought  to 
have  entitled  him  to  that  work. 

Question.  What  did  he  state  that  bid  was? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know ;  it  was  less  than  the  other  bids,  and  he 
was  much  aggrieved  that  he  did  not  get  the  work.  The  engraving  of 
the  bulls,  however,  was  done  in  Philadelphia,  though  the  contract 
was  made  in  New  York.  There  were  two  bulls  which  cost  some 
130,000. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  anything  about  the 
delivery  of  books  in  the  folding  room  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
while  you  were  Doorkeeper  of  the  House? 

Answer.  During  the  time  when  the  House  was  not  in  session  I  was 
most  of  the  time  in  the  folding  room,  and  attended  to  packing  and 
sending  off  the  books  myself  in  person. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  particularly  about  the  delivery  of 
the  Kansas  investigating  committee  report? 

Answer.  The  resolution  called  for  20^000  extra  copies.  I  think 
perhaps  eight  or  ten  thousand  were  delivered  there.  The  books  will 
show  the  precise  number.  The  House  was  in  session  at  the  time  these 
books  were  delivered.  After  Congress  adjourned  I  found  that  but 
few  of  these  books  were  in  the  folding  room,  and  I  inauired  what 
had  become  of  them.  The  superintendent  of  the  folding  room 
remarked  that  none  had  been  printed  and  bound  for  the  southern 
members,  as  they  did  not  want  them. 

Question.  Did  you  speak  to  Mr.  Seaman  about  them? 
Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did.     I  went  into  the  office  to  inquire 
about  them.     Mr.  Seaman  was  not  in,  but  some  of  the  clerks  remarked 
that  if  any  of  the  members  wanted  them  they  could  be  obtained. 
Question.  Did  they  say  the  books  were  printed  or  not? 
Answer.  The  books  were  not  printed,  I  am  certain.     I  think  Mr. 
Wendell  or  his  foreman  told  me  they  were  not.     I  know  it  was  well 
understood  they  were  not  to  be  printed. 

Question.  Do  they  pretend  to  say  in  the  superintendent's  room  that 
they  had  all  been  delivered  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
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Question.  Did  they  give  any  excuse  for  the  books  not  being  de- 
livered ? 

Answer.  They  said  the  southern  men  did  not  want  the  books. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  other  case  of  a  similar  character  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  any  precisely  similar.  I  remember,  in 
one  instance,  going  to  Mr.  Garretson,  a  clerk  in  the  folding  room,  to 
know  why  the  President's  message  and  accompanying  documents  were 
not  delivered.  The  members  were  continually  calling  for  them,  and 
it  was  time  they  should  have  been  printed.  He  said  he  did  not  know 
the  reason,  but  it  seemed  the  books  had  not  been  printed.  There  was 
some  delay  about  it.  I  think  I  went  down  into  the  Supei'intendent's 
room  and  found  that  certificates  had  been  issued  on  which  the  printer 
drew  his  pay  for  the  whole  number,  though  not  a  single  copy  had  been 
delivered  m  the  folding  room. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Seaman  giving  an 
order  to  a  member  of  Congress  for  extra  copies  of  the  Japan  Expedi- 
tion after  he  had  received  his  full  quota  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  he  gave  Mr.  Arnold,  the  binder,  an  order  for  six 
copies  for  Mr.  Wheeler,  of  New  York.  The  order  first  came  to  me, 
but  it  was  not  good  for  anything  in  the  folding  room.  Mr.  Wheeler 
came  to  me  to  know  if  I  could  not  raise  him  the  books.  I  told  him 
that  I  could  not,  but  that  if  he  would  go  to  Mr.  Seaman  he  could  raise 
anything.  He  went  to  Mr.  Seaman,  and  he  got  the  books  from  the 
binder. 

Friday,  January  28,  1859. 

John  S.  Williams  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  is  your  occupation  ? 

Answer.  I  am  clerk  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  that  office? 

Answer.  A  little  more  than  five  years. 

Question.  Were  you  engaged  there  during  the  entire  superinten- 
dency  of  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  went  into  the  office  about  a  month  after  his 
appointment. 

Question.  What  particular  desk  have  you  had  charge  of  in  that 
office? 

Answer.  I  have  charge  of  the  accounts  with  the  public  printers  for 
the  printing  of  the  House,  Senate,  and  executive  departments,  the 
accouni«  for  engraving  and  lithographing,  and  attend  to  the  receipt 
and  delivery  of  all  maps  and  plates  to  and  from  contractors. 

Question.  Have  you  had  anything  to  do  with  the  engraving  and 
lithographic  printing  under  the  present  Superintendent  ? 

Answer,   les,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  still  in  charge  of  those  accounts  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  were  the  contracts  for  engraving  and  lithographic 
printing  given  out  under  Mr.  Seaman  ? 
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Answer.  As  a  general  thing,  by  direction  of  the  Committee  on 
Engraving. 

Question.  What  course  was  adopted  in  the  more  important  or 
larger  jobs  of  engraving  and  lithographic  printing  to  secure  bids  or 
offers? 

Answer.  Proposals  were  invited,  by  advertisement,  for  lithographic 
printing  and  engraving  for  the  first  time,  I  think,  in  1855. 

Question.   What  course  was  adopted  before  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  written  invitations  were  sent  out  to  parties,  or 
if  they  happened  to  be  in  the  city,  they  were  invited  to  make  pro- 
posals for  such  work  as  was  to  be  contracted  for. 

Question.   Was  it  customary  to  contract  with  the  lowest  bidder? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  What  was  the  rule  which  prevailed  in  the  office  in 
respect  to  letting  out  contracts  for  engraving  and  lithographic 
printing  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say;  I  acted  under  the  direction 
of  Mr.  Seaman,  so  far  as  the  letting  of  contracts  was  concerned. 
The  proposals  were  submitted,  I  think,  to  the  Committee  on  Engrav- 
ing, and  they  decided  upon  the  awards. 

Question.  Did  the  committee  always  decide  upon  the  proposals? 

Answer.  So  far  as  I  know. 

Question.  Was  it  usual  to  submit  all  the  proposals  to  the  com- 
mittees? 

Answer.  So  far  as  I  know,  it  was. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  in  which  bids  or  proposals 
were  withdrawn  from  the  Committee  on  Printing  or  Engraving  on 
pretence  that  an  error  had  been  committed  in  the  proposals  or  in  the 
advertisement  for  proposals? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  or  did  not  Mr.  Seaman  act  in  these  matters  himself. 
without  communicating  what  he  did  to  the  clerks  in  the  oflSce  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did. 

Question.   Can   you   state   what   was   the    cost   of  engraving  and 
lithographic  printing  for  the  last  Coast  Survey  Report  under  Mr.    | 
Seaman' s  administration  ?  I 

Answer.  The  cost  was  $27,259  63;  that  was  for  the  3d  session  of  . 
the  34th  Congress.  f 

Question.  How  many  copies  were  printed  ?  i 

Answer.  There  were  sixty-seven  maps;  11,530  copies  of  each  were  ) 
printed  for  the  House,  and  11,420  copies  of  each  for  the  Senate— in  . 
all,  1,537,750  copies. 

Question.  Can  you  state  what  the  engraving  and  lithographic  print-  | 
ing  for  the  last  Coast  Survey  Report  cost — the  one  just  now  com*  . 
pleted  under  the  present  Superintendent?  j 

Answer.  I  cannot  at  this  moment.  The  report  of  the  Superintend-  \ 
ent  to  Congress  shows  that.     The  work,  however,  is  not  yet  completed- 

Question.  What  was  the  cost  of  the  engraving  and*  lithographs^ 
printing  of  the  mechanical  part  of  the  Patent  Office  Report  during  ti^ 
last  year  of  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 
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er.  There  was  no  lithographic  printing  connected  with  that 

The  engraving  cost  $32,966  02. 
ion.  How  many  copies  of  that  work  were  printed  ? 
er.  The  Hoase  ordered  21,530  copies,  and  the  Senate  11,420 

ioB.  How  many  pages  of  illustrations  were  there  ? 
er.  There  were  1,047  and  a  fraction  solid  pages  paid  for. 
ion.  Who  were  the  contractors  for  that  work  ? 
er.  Richard  Major,  Van  Ingen  &  Snyder,  N.  Orr  &  Co.,  N.  J. 
jr,  and  M.  C.  Gritzner, 
ion.  How  was  that  work  let? 
er.  It  was  given  out  by  Mr.  Seaman, 
ion.  In  what  way;  by  the  page  or  job? 
er.   By  the  page, 
ion.  At  what  price  per  page  ? 
er.  For  the  engraving,  |25  50. 
ion.  How  many  square  inches  are  there  in  a  page? 
er.  The  page  was  estimated  to  contain  thirty-three  and  one- 
ches. 

ion.    Was  there  any  advertisement  for  proposals  for  doing 
rk  printed  ? 
er.  No,  sir. 

ion.  Was  there  any  bidding  or  competition  for  that  work? 
er.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

ion.  How  was  the  work  on  the  preceding  Mechanical  Report 
^atent  Office  let  or  contracted  for  ? 

^er.  So  far  as  I  know,  it  was  given  out  in  the  same  way.  I 
know  what  action  the  Committee  on  Engraving  and  Printing 
on  it. 

tion.  Was  this  last  work  submitted  to  the  committee  at  all 
t  was  let  ? 

^er,  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

tion.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  send  any  notice  whatever  to  the  wood 
irs  and  printers  for  propositions  to  do  that  work  ? 
rer.  I  do  not  think  he  did,  except  to  the  parties  who  executed 
•k,  offering  it  to  them  at  $25  50  per  page, 
tion.  Do  you  know  whether  that  work  was  executed  by  the 
who  took  the  contract,  or  did  they  sub-let  it  to  others  to  do  it? 
^er.  So  far  as  I  know,  the  parties  executed  it  themselves  in 
vn  estabUshments. 

tion.  Can  you  tell  the  committee  how  the  engraving  and  litho- 
printing for  the  various  volumes  of  the  Pacific  Railroad  Re- 
jre  let  or  contracted  for  by  Mr.  Seaman  ? 
^er.  I  think  bids  were  invited,  and  that  it  was  given  out  by 
nmittee  on  Engraving,  as  a  general  thing.  Mr.  Seaman,  I  he- 
ave out  some  portion  of  the  work  to  Mr.  Seibert  for  engraving 
)er,  and  to  Messrs.  Sarony  &  Co.  for  transfer  printing,  but  at 
or  which  the  same  class  of  work  had  been  awarded  to  other 
by  the  committee. 
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Question.  Was  the  work  for  the  illustration  of  those,  volumes  let 
by  the  piece  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  they  were  let  at  so  much  per  hundred  copies. 

Question.  How  was  the  work  for  the  Japan  Expedition  let? 

Answer.  I  think  bids  were  also  invited  for  that. 

Question.  Was  the  same  true  in  reference  to  the  report  of  Lieu- 
tenant Gilliss'  Expedition? 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Seaman  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  report  of 
Gilliss'  Expedition. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  during  his  superintendency.  It  was  during 
the  33d  Congress,  and  the  whole  of  that  Congress  was  imder  bin 
superintendency. 

The  Witness.  Lieutenant  Gilliss'  Report  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
by  the  33d  Congress,  1st  session. 

Question.  Have  you  any  memorandum  or  record  of  that  work? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  was  that  work  let  ? 

Answer.  The  illustrations  for  Lieutenant  Gilliss'  Report  were  con- 
tracted for  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  Committee  on  En- 
graving of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Question.  What  did  the  engraving  and  lithographic  printing  (rf  that 
work  cost? 

Answer.  The  contracts  amounted  to  $37,411  60.  There  are  some 
few  woodcuts  scattered  through  the  report  which  are  not  included  in 
this  amount. 

Question.  What  did  the  particular  illustration — the  "parrot"— in 
that  work  cost  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  the  books  show  the  cost  of  that  particular  illustration? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  It  was  printed  by  Mr.  Sinclair,  I  beliete. 
The  lithographs  were  executed  by  Messrs.  Sinclair  &  Duval,  and  the 
engraving  and  steel-plate  printing  by  Messrs.  Seibert  &  DougaL 

Question.  How  many  plates  of  birds  were  there? 

Answer.  Fifteen  contracted  for. 

Question.  Please  state  the  cost  of  the  engraving  and  lithographic 
printing  of  the  various  works  published  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superin- 
tendency in  detail,  as  appears  from  the  books  in  the  office. 

Answer.  In  answer  to  that  question,  I  submit  the  following  table, 
the  statistics  of  which  were  got  up  by  me  and  arranged  in  their 
present  form  by  Doctor  Qiiail,  and  which  I  believe  to  be  correct: 
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These  tables  include  some  work  contracted  for  tinder  Mr.  Seaman's 
superintendency  which  is  not  yet  completed;  also  some  work  con- 
tracted for  under  General  Bowman's  superintendency. 

Question.   Can  you  specify  those  particular  items  ? 

Answer.  The  contracts  with  Selmar  Siebert  for  engraving  the 
maps,  profiles,  sketches,  panoramip  and  landscape  views  for  the 
Pacific  railroad  surveys,  and  for  printing  from  steel  a  portion  of  the 
plates  for  Major  Emory's  report,  and  with  John  Gassin  for  printing 
and  coloring  the  bird  plates  for  Major  Emory's  report,  and  with  C. 
B.  Graham  for  transferring  and  printing  the  botanical  plates  for 
Major  Emory's  report  (contracted  for  under  the  present  Superin- 
tendent) have  not  been  completed.  These  are  the  only  items  of 
work  incomplete,  I  believe. 

Question.  State  the  amouqt  of  engraving  and  lithographic  printing 
done  under  the  present  Superintendent  in  detail,  and  the  cost  of  the 
same  in  detail. 

Answer.  The  following  table  shows  in  detail  the  work  done  under 
the  present  Superintendent,  with  the  exception  of  two  or  three  items 
embraced  in  the  tables  of  2d  session  33d  Congress,  Pacific  railroad 
reports,  and  the  1st  session  34tb  Congress,  for  Major  Emory's  report, 
contracted  for  under  the  present  Superintendent: 
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Friday  Evening,  January  28,  1859. 

Mr.  J.  S.  Williams  recalled: 

Question,  (by  the  chairman.)  Will  you  please  state  in  detail  the 
amount  paid  to  the  public  printer  for  printing  the  Japan  expedition, 
Gilliss'  astronomical  report,  the  Pacific  railroad  report,  the  various 
reports  from  the  Coast  Survey  office,  and  the  different  reports  from 
the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  printed  during  the  superintendency  of 
Mr.  Seaman,  and  the  time  when  the  certificates  for  the  payment  of 
the  same  were  issued  by  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing. 

Answer.  In  answer  to  that  question,  I  present  the  following  tables, 
which  were  prepared  from  the  books  in  the  office  by  Mr.  Towers  and 
myself,  which  I  believe  to  be  correct: 

Japan  Report — SefnaJte. 

Volume  1,     $2,810  34.     Certificate,  May  20,  1856. 
Volume  2,       2,292  67.     Certificate,  June  22,  1867. 
Volume  3,       3,738  87.     Certificate,  September  12,  1856. 


8,841  88 


Volume  1, 
Volume  2, 
Volume  3, 


Japan  Report — Hotae  of  Bqareaentatives. 

$4,286  82.     Certificate,  May  20,  1856. 
3,499  26.     Certificate,  June  25,  1857. 
5,723  27.     Certificate,  September  12,  1856. 


13,509  34 


Volume  1, 
Volume  2, 
Volume  3, 
Volume  6, 


OHUss/or  House  of  Bepresentaiives. 


$3,329  09. 
1,766  29. 
4,522  69. 
3,974  64. 

13,692  61 


Certificate,  June  30,  1855. 
Certificate,  September  21,  1856. 
Certificate,  January  28,  1856. 
Certificate,  December  27,  1856. 


Volume  1, 
Volume  2, 
Volume  3, 
Volume  6, 


$3,033  59. 
1,605  11. 
4,206  55. 
3,703  57. 

12,548  82 


OWiss  for  Senate. 

Certificate,  June  30,  1855. 
Certificate,  September  27,  1856. 
Certificate,  January  22,  1866. 
Certificate,  December  27,  1856. 


52 


TESTIMOmr. 


Pacific  BaUroad  Bqport/or  Senate, 

144  pages,  $1,146  16.  Certificate,  June  30,  1855. 

660  pages,     5,372  44.  Certificate,  September  27,  1855. 

638  pages,     5,294  61.  Certificate,  May  20,  1856. 

602  pages,     5,173  32.  Certificate,  October  29,  1856. 

756  pages,     6,011  32.  Certificate,  May  28,  1857. 

202  pages,     1,592  21.  Certificate,  June  17,  1857. 

838  pages,     7,098  97.  Certificate,  August  4,  1857. 


81,719  OS 


Hovse  of  Bqnre$€ntative8. 


144  pages, 
660  pages, 
638  pages, 
602  pages, 
756  pages, 
202  pages, 
838  pages, 


98. 
30. 


♦1,105 
5,188 

5,116  61. 

5,005  37. 

5,800  49. 

1,538  87. 

6,865  16. 


Certificate,  June  30,  1855. 
Certificate,  September  27,  1855. 
Certificate,  May  20,  1856. 
Certificate,  October  29,  1856. 
Certificate,  May  28,  1857. 
Certificate,  June  17,  1857. 
Certificate,  August  4,  1857. 


30,615  78 


The  foregoing  made   the  first  five  volumes.     The  matter  w«s 
printed  in  parts  and  afterwards  arranged  in  volumes. 

Coast  Survey  Beportfor  1853. — Ist  Seaeion  33d  Congress. 

Senate $2, 187  29.     Certificate,  June  20, 1854. 

House  of  Representatives-  •    2,954  37.     Certificate,  June  20,1854. 


5,141  66 


1854.— 2d  Session  33d  Congress. 

Senate $2,914  03.  Certificate,  Mar.  9, 1855. 

Additions 95  53.  Certificate,  Ap'l  26, 1855. 

House  of  Representatives.  •    2,936  45.  Certificate,  Mar.  9, 1855. 

Additions 96  95.  Certificate,  Ap'l  26, 1855. 

6,042  96 

1855. — 1st  Session  3ith  Congress. 

Senate $3,530  02.     Certificate,  July  17, 1856. 

House  of  Representatives  •  •    8, 555  02.     Certificate,  July  17, 1856. 

7,085  04 
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Senate • |3,015  32. 

House  of  Representatives  •  •    3,037  57. 


Certificate,  March  30, 1857. 
Certificate,  March  30, 1857. 


6,052  89 


Agricultural  Patent  Office  Beportfor  1853. — 1st  Session  33d  Congress. 


Senate $158  21 

1,294  86 


House  of  Representatives  • 


2,254  08 
2,965  09 
2,965  09 
3,050  19 

12,687  52 


Certificate,  Oct.  26, 1854. 
Certificate,  Sept.  29,  1854. 
Certificate,  Oct.  11,  1854. 
Certificate,  July  18,  1854. 
Certificate,  July  18,  1854. 
Certificate,  Aug.  24,  1854. 


1854.— 2d  Session  33d  Congress, 

Senate « 

House  of  Representatives  •  • 


$5,618  74     Certificate,  Sept.  6,  1755. 
10,441  53     Certificate,  Feb.  29,  1856. 


$16,060  27 


1855. — 1st  Session  Sith  Congress 

Senate $5,889  33     Certificate,  Nov.  19,  1856. 

House  of  Representatives-  •  •     19,281  93     Certificate,  Mar.  7,  1857. 


25,171  26 


1856. — 3d  Session  Mth  Congress. 


Senate*  • •• 

House  of  Representatives* 


$6,003  13 
5,551  81 
5,616  00 

10,202  53 

27,373  57 


Certificate,  Sept.  18,1857. 
Certificate,  Sept.  28,1857. 
Certificate,  Oct.  13,  1857. 
Certificate,  Mar.  12, 1858. 


Mechanical  Patent  Offloe  Report  for  1853.- 

Senate $2,426  33 

House  of  Representatives-  •  •       4,982  68 


'Ist  Session  33d  Congress. 

Certificate,  July,  1854. 
Certificate,  July,  1854. 


7,409  01 
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1854. — 2d  Session  33d  Congress. 


Senato Part  1. 

It  it    2. 

Houti    "^^  Rahh.  . . .  Part  1. 


i4  ^75  82  i  ^P-  ^'  ^855'  ^^^  ^2,984  19 
f4,&<&  8^1    ,,  26,       -      **     1,59163 

2,069  89  Certificate.  July  24,  1855. 
fi  ftQA  QQ  j  Ap.  6,  1855,  for  $5,902  23 
o,DiJ4  yo|    ,,  26,       '»      ''    2,732  35 

3,975  30     Certificate,  July  24,  1855. 


19,255  99 


1855. — 1st  Session  Sith  Congress. 


Senate < 

. .  Part  1. 

$4,606  51 

t  ( 

"    2. 

4,017  53 

House  of  Reps  •  • 

•  •  Part  1. 

8,707  09 

(t 

"     2. 

7,846  75 

Certificate,  June  18,  1856. 
Certificate,  Aug.  14,  1856. 
Certificate,  June  18,  1856. 
Certificate,  Aug.  14,  1856. 


25,237  88 


1856. — Sd  Session  Sith  Congress. 


Senate Part  1. 

*c     2. 

*'     3. 

Part  1. 

*'     2. 

''     3. 


House  of  Reps  < 


$3,808  45 
2,936  83 
3,475  08 
7,120  96 
5,669  63 
6,480  56 

29,491  51 


Certificate,  April  16,  1857. 
Certificate,  May  13,  1857^^ 
Certificate,  August  6, 1857. 
Certificate,  April  16,  1857. 
Certificate,  May  13,  1857. 
Certificate,  Aug.  6,  1857. 


Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  these  certificates  were 
given  before  the  work  of  the  public  printer  was  completed  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not;  they  were  not  issued  until  a  complete  copy  of 
the  work  for  which  the  certificates  were  given  was  deposited  in  oar 
oflSce. 

Question.  Was  not  a  certificate  issued  for  printing  the  second 
volume  of  the  Japan  Expedition  after  the  plates  were  destroyed  by 
fire  in  Philadelphia,  and  long  before  the  work  was  completed  br  Mr. 
Wendell? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say. 

Question.  As  you  had  charge  of  that  branch  of  the  business,  could 
you  not  say  directly  whether  they  were  or  were  not  ? 

Answer.  Certificates  for  printing  have  never  been  issued  until » 
complete  copy  of  the  work  for  which  they  were  issued  was  in  the 
office,  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Will  you  confine  your  answer  to  this  particular  case,  and 
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inform  the  committee  whether  the  certificates  were  or  were  not  issued 
before  the  completion  of  the  printing  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  answer  specifically  as  to  that  particular  case.  I 
speak  of  the  general  practice. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Do  your  books  show  the  date  of  these 
certificates? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  the  books  show  the  date  of  the  certificates  issued 
for  printing,  and  also  the  date  of  the  certificates  for  the  insertion  of 
the  plates,  which  w^ere  given  separate  from  those  for  printing. 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  insertion  of  the  plates  ? 

Answer.  The  printer  is  allowed  so  much  per  hundred  for  the  in- 
sertion of  the  plates.  They  are  not  always  ready  for  insertion  at  the 
time  the  printing  is  completed. 

Question.  What  plates  do  you  now  refer  to  ? 

Answer.  To  those  for  the  Japan  Expedition. 

Question.  Do  you  know  when  the  certificates  were  given  to  Mr. 
Wendell  for  printing  the  second  volume  of  the  Japan  Expedition? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  certificate  was  issued  for  printing  the 
second  volume  for  the  Senate  to  Beverley  Tucker,  public  printer,  on 
the  22d  of  June,  1837,  and  for  printing  the  copies  ordered  by  the 
House  to  A.  0.  P.  Nicholson,  public  printer,  on  the  25th  of  June, 
1857. 

Question.  Do  you  know  when  the  books  were  delivered  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  could  not  tell.  There  was  a  copy  of  it  in  the 
office,  from  which  the  accounts  were  made  up. 

Question,  (by  the  chairman.)  How  are  these  accounts  of  the  public 
printer  made  up? 

Answer.  One  copy  of  each  of  the  different  works  is  left  in  the 
office  to  make  out  the  account  from.  It  is  examined  in  regard  to  the 
composition,  the  number  of  pages,  kind  of  type,  Ac.  Calculations 
are  then  made  for  the  presswork,  and  each  item  of  the  account  is 
carried  to  the  proper  column  on  the  books. 

Question.  Can  you  make  out  a  perfect  and  correct  certificate  until 
you  have  a  complete  copy  of  the  work  before  you  ? 

Answer.  As  far  as  the  printing  is  concerned,  a  correct  account  can 
be  made  out  as  soon  as  the  printing  itself  is  completed. 

Question.  But  not  of  the  extra  numbers  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Has  it  not  been  the  custom  of  Mr.  Wendell  to  get  accom- 
modations from  the  Superintendent  in  the  way  of  advance  certificates 
for  the  work  in  progress  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  has  had  advance  certificates  for  work  before  it 
was  delivered,  and  when  it  was  lying  executed  in  his  oflSce. 

Question.   Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Wendell  ever  paid,  directly 
or  indirectly,  any  consideration  to  Mr.  Seaman  for  these  advance  cer- 
tificates ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (bj  Mr.  Harris.)  Have  you  any  knowledge  or  information 
whatever  of  any  transactions  in  which  Mr.  Seaman  received  any  con- 
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mderatioD  for  mnj  coatncU  Kade  bj  bni »  SMpgrhitendefit  of  PaUic 
Printing  ? 

Answer.  I  hmre  not. 

Qoesitioa,  (bj  the  ChainsMi.)  Do  josIdmipv  of  asj  losas  of  money 
made  to  Mr.  Seanuui  bj  either  p^>er  coairMtors,  biiider^  or  public 
printers,  or  bj  engrarers  or  lithographic  printers? 

Answer.  No,  air. 

Queetion.  Have  yoa  erer  heard  of  any  loaas  m%Af  hx  anr  ol  Uiese 
contractors  to  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  No  sir;  I  never  have. 

Qneiition.  Have  yon  ever  heard  anj  of  them  say  they  had  made 
snch  loans? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  jon  in  the  office  during  a  oonversaticm  between 
the  present  Superintendent,  General  Bowman^  Dr.  Quail,  and  Mr. 
Arnold,  of  Philadelphia,  who  was  a  paUic  binder,  on  the  subject  of 
a  loan  to  Mr.  Seaman,  which  he  considered  a  payment  on  his  waste 
leaf  account? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  mi6k  ccmversation;  General 
Bowman  has  had  a  room  separate  from  that  which  I  have  occupied 
most  of  tbe  summer  and  falL  Mr.  Arnold  has  been  in  the  room 
occupied  by  me,  but  no  such  conversation  has  taken  place  there  that 
I  am  aware  of. 

Question.  What  salary  did  Mr.  Seaman  receive  while  he  was 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  When  he  first  took  the  office  his  salary  was  $2,500. 

Question.  Was  it  afterwards  increased  ? 

Answer.  It  was  afterwards  increased,  I  believe,  by  resolution  of 
the  House,  giving  20  per  cent,  additional  compensation,  making  it 
$3,000  in  the  aggregate. 

Question.  Is  that  the  present  compensation  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  Mr.  Seaman's  condition  in  a  financial  point  of 
view  when  he  was  appointed  to  the  office? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say. 

Question.  What  was  his  reputation  ?  That  of  a  man  of  independ^t 
means,  a  man  of  wealth,  or  a  man  of  limited  means? 

Answer.  I  think  that  of  a  man  of  limited  means. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  he  was  in  debt  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  that  he  was  embarrassed  in  his 
financial  condition? 

Answer.  I  never  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  buying  property  during  the  period 
of  his  superintendency? 

Answer.  I  know  of  his  purchasing  a  house. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  he  paid  for  the  house? 

Answer,  I  do  not 

Question.  What  was  his  mode  of  living  some  time  after  he  went 
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into  the  office  of  Superintendent?  That  of  a  man  of  moderate  means, 
or  did  he  live  in  an  extravagant  manner  ? 

Answer.  I  should  say  he  was  rather  extravagant. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  Mr.  Seaman's  travelling  expenses 
amounted  to  in  the  years  1866  and  1857? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Was  he  in  the  habit  of  travelling  much  with  his  family, 
or  did  he  generally  go  on  business  alone  ? 

Answer.  He  generally  went  alone,  I  think. 

Question.  Was  he  in  the  office  steadily,  or  was  he  absent  a  large 
portion  of  hiis  time? 

Answer.  He  was  in  the  office  every  day  when  he  was  in  the  city. 
I  think  he  used  to  go  to  New  York  perhaps  once  a  week,  or  once  a 
fortnight ;  sometimes  once  in  two  or  three  weeks. 

Question.  How  long  did  he  generally  remain  in  New  York? 

Answer.  He  generally  left  here  Friday  night,  and  returned  on 
Monday  or  Tuesday  morning. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Did  you  keep  any  books  with  Mr.  Sea- 
man, connected  with  the  business  of  the  office,  which  are  not  now  in 
the  office? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  whether  any  certificates 
for  binding  were  issued  before  the  work  was  completed  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  per  centage  of  difference  in  the  contracts 
for  the  same  kind  of  engraving  and  lithographic  printing  made  by 
Mr.  Seaman  and  those  made  by  General  Bowman  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Seaman  paying  Mr.  Magargee,  the 
paper  contractor,  a  sum  of  money  out  of  the  funds  received  from 
paper,  for  waste  leaves  ? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  of  the  particulars. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  such  a  transaction? 

Answer,  I  may  have  heard  of  such  a  transaction. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  was  said  about  the  receipt  of  this 
money  in  the  streets  at  the  time,  or  about  that  time  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  hear  of  any  difficulty  between  Mr.  Seaman  and 
the  binders  about  that  time? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  Mr.  Seaman  did  with  the  money  col- 
lected for  waste  leaves  furnished  for  the  binders? 

Answer.  I  think  he  deposited  it  in  the  banking  house  of  Suter, 
Lea  &  Co. 

Question.  In  whose  name  did  he  deposit  the  money? 

Answer.  In  his  own  name,  on  special  account,  I  presume.  I  think 
I  deposited  a  check  there  from  some  of  the  binders  to  his  special 
account. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  bids  for  the  engraving  and 
lithographic  printing  of  the  cattle  in  the  Agricultural  Report  of  1865 
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were  withdrawn  from  the  Committee  on  Engraving  and  Printing  after 
they  had  been  sent  into  the  office  from  the  Superintendent  of  Pnblic 
Printing  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  they  ever  were  in  the  office  of  Superin- 
tendent of  Public  Printing.  There  was  no  public  advertisement  for 
proposals  for  that  work  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  How  then  was  that  contract  let? 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Seaman  was  instructed  by  the  Committee  on 
Engraving  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  contract  with  certain 
parties  for  that  work. 

Question.  Did  the  Committee  on  Engraving  instruct  him  to  con- 
tract with  certain  parties,  or  to  contract  generally  for  the  work? 

Answer.  With  certain  parties,  I  think,  and  at  prices  specified  to 
be  paid  for  the  work. 

Question.  Was  there  any  advertisement  for  executing  the  large 
lithographic  and  copper  plates  in  the  Pacific  Railroad  Survey  ? 

Answer.  I  think  there  was. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  what  advertisements,  if  any,  there  were^ 

Answer.  I  think  there  were  proposals  invited  for  engraving  the 
plates  on  copper,  and  for  doing  the  lithographing,  and  also  for  illus- 
trations on  wood  ? 

Question.  Were  those  plates  and  illustrations  let  to  the  lowest  bidder? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Why  were  they  not? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  difference  between  the  lowest  bid 
and  the  bid  for  which  they  were  contracted  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Had,  or  had  not,  Mr.  Seaman  particular  favorites  to 
whom  he  gave  this  work  ? 

Answer.  He  may  have  had. 

Question.  Were  there  not  bids  from  responsible  persons  sent  in  for 
the  execution  of  this  work  much  lower  than  the  bids  accepted,  which 
Mr.  Seaman  would  not  entertain  at  all  ? 

Answer.  I  never  was  with  Mr.  Seaman  when  he  was  before  the 
committee  with  these  matters,  and  I  do  not  know  what  action  thej 
took  upon  the  bids. 

Question.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  my  question? 

Answer.  I  think  there  were  lower  bids. 

Question.  Were  there  not  lower  bids  which  Mr.  Seaman  would  not 
entertain,  or  even  send  before  the  committee  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  They  were  all  before  the  com- 
mittee so  far  as  my  knowledge  extends. 

Question.  Did  you  superintend  this  work  yourself,  or  did  Mr.  Sea- 
man attend  to  the  matter  of  taking  bids  before  the  committee  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  attended  to  it. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  open  those  bids  before  they  were  taken 
before  the  committee  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Are  you  a  practical  printer? 
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Answer.  I  am;  I  served  my  time  at  that  business. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Seaman  a  practical  printer  ? 

Answer.  He  was. 

Question.  You  regarded  him,  then,  as  a  competent  judge  of  mate- 
rial and  work  ? 

Answer.  Perfectly  so.  He  served  his  time  with  the  Harpers,  I 
believe. 

Question.  What  were  his  habits  as  a  business  man  for  punctuality,  Ac? 

Answer.  So  far  as  I  know  they  were  correct. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  have  any  conversation  with  you  of  a  confi- 
dential character  in  relation  to  the  manner  in  which  he  was  managing 
this  business,  and  as  to  the  amount  of  money  he  was  making  out  of  it? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say,  then,  that  all  the  intercourse 
you  had  with  him  was  of  an  official  character,  such  as  would  exist  be- 
tween officers  of  the  same  bureau  or  division  of  service,  and  that  no- 
thing of  a  confidential  character,  showing  an  insight  into  the  profits 
of  the  business,  existed  between  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  of  his  ever  talking  to  you  about  his 
private  afiieiirs? 

Answer.  I  do  not.     I  know  nothing  about  his  private  affairs. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  What  was  the  position  of  Mr.  Jewett 
in  the  office  ?     Was  he  the  confidential  clerk  of  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question.  Had  he  any  confidential  clerk  while  you  were  in  the 
office  that  you  are  aware  of? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  habit  of  Mr.  Seaman  in  paying  for  litho- 
graphic work — how  did  he  pay  for  it,  and  at  what  time  ? 

Answer.  He  never  paid  for  it  until  the  work  was  delivered,  as  I 
am  aware  of. 

Question.  Were  there  any  contracts  for  that  lithographic  work  that 
^ere  not  submitted  to  the  committee? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  contracted  with  Mr.  Duval  for  transferring 
-and  printing  a  portion  of  the  plates  for  the  Mexican  Boundary  Report, 
«ind  with  Sarony  &  Co.  for  printing  the  chromo-lithographic  views, 
^nd  with  John  Cassin  for  executing  the  bird  plates,  but  at  prices,  I 
^hink,  which  had  been  awarded  by  the  committees  for  the  same  class 
of  work. 

Question.  Had  he  been  in  the  habit  before  of  advertising  for 
i>roposals  for  that  work  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Was  there  any  case  in  which  he  gave  out  contracts  before 
|>  reviously  advertising  ? 

Answer.  Those  I  have  referred  to,  for  a  portion  of  the  plates  for 
"^lie  Mexican  Boundary  Report  and  Pacific  Railroad  Surveys. 

Question.  Was  that  a  large  contract  ? 

Answer.  It  was.  No  more  of  the  plates  were  printed  from  trans- 
^^rs,  and  proposals  were  advertised  for  for  printing  the  balance  of  them 
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directly  from  the  plates  by  direction  of  the  committee,  and  they  gave 
it  out  at  a  higher  price  than  paid  for  transferring. 

Question.  Is  that  the  only  case  within  your  knowledge  ? 

Answer.  It  is  the  only  case  I  recollect  of. 

Question.  Are  you  aware  of  any  case  in  which  that  kind  of  work 
was  paid  for  and  certificates  issued  prior  to  the  completion  and 
delivery  of  the  work? 

Answer.  No,  sir- 
Question.  Look  at  the  fifth  volume  of  the  Pacific  Railroad  Survey, 
and  tell  me,  if  you  are  able,  the  price  paid  for  the  lithographic  prints 
in  that  volume? 

Answer.  The  quarto  colored  lithographs  cost  $2  60  per  hundred. 

Question.  How  many  volumes  of  the  Pacific  Railroad  Survey  were 
ordered  by  the  House  and  Senate? 

Answer.  23,920  copies  of  each  volume. 

Question.  There  were  then  23,920  impressions  of  each  of  these 
plates  taken  from  the  stones  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  One  stone  was  sufficient  to  make  that  number  of  impres 
sions,  was  it  not? 

Answer.  I  think  not;  they  are  printed  from  transfers,  I  believe. 
They  could  not  strike  off  the  whole  number  of  impressions  from  one 
transfer. 

Question.  But  that  is  not  equivalent  to  making  a  new  stone  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  There  were  23,920  copies  of  these  plates  in  connexion 
with  this  volume  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  does  that  amount  to,  at  the  price  of  $2  60  per 
hundred  ? 

Answer.  $621  92  for  each  quarto  plate  of  23,920  copies. 

Question.  How  many  plates  are  there  in  this  fifth  volume  ? 

Answer.  Twenty-six  plates.  And  the  cost  of  the  quarto  plates  in 
colors  is  for  the  whole  23,920  volumes  $16,169  92. 

Question.  There  are  other  plates  in  this  volume;  what  are  they? 

Answer.  They  are  wood  cuts. 

Question.  What  did  they  cost  apiece  ? 

Answer.  All  of  the  larger  size  cost  $45  apiece  for  engraving.  I 
cannot  now  state  what  the  smaller  sizes  cost. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  was  the  cost  of  engraving  the 
plates  of  fossils,  shells,  Ac,  and  such  like  matter? 

Answer.  $45  per  plate. 

Question.  What  was  the  cost  of  engraving  the  botanical  plates  ? 

Answer.  $10  a  plate  for  most  of  them;  some  of  the  more  elaborate 
ones  cost  $12  and  $13. 

Question.  State  who  did  the  wood  engraving. 

Answer.  There  were  various  parties  who  executed  wood  engrav- 
ing for  these  reports:  Messrs.  N.  Orr,  W.  Roberts,  Richardson  & 
Cox,  J.  W.  Orr,  Lossing  &  Barrett,  Van  Ingen  &  Snyder,  Whitney  & 
Jocelyn,  E.  Ballman,  S.  J.  Pinckney,  Richard  Major. 
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Question.  Who  did  the  engraving  of  the  botanical  and  geological 
plates  ? 

Answer.  The  botanical  plates  were  engraved  by  Mr.  Joseph  Pres- 
telle,  near  BuflEeJo,  New  York.  Mr.  Siebert,  of  this  city,  did  the 
engraving  of  the  geological  and  fossil  plates. 

Question.  Who  did  the  lithographic  printing  ? 

Answer.  A.  Hoen  k  Co.,  Sarony,  Major  k  Knapp,  and  Thomas 
Sinclair. 

Question.  Now,  take  the  first  volume  of  Major  Bmory^a  report,  and 
tell  me  what  the  engraving  of  the  first  plate  in  that  work  cost. 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Who  executed  the  engraving  of  that  plate  ? 

Answer.  That  was  not  engraved  under  the  superintendency  of  Mr. 
Seaman,  nor  were  any  of  the  engravings  for  that  report,  but  the 
printing  of  all  the  plates  were. 

Question.  State  what  was  paid  per  hundred  for  the  printing  of  all 
those  plates. 

Answer.  Sixty-five  cents  for  a  portion  of  them,  and  sixty  cents  for 
another  portion,  and  $6  per  hundred. 

Question.  You  stated  a  moment  ago  that  Mr.  Seaman  had  made  a 
contract  with  Mr.  Duval  without  advertising;  and  also  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Printing  afterwards  rescinded  that  contract,  and  let  out  the 
work  to  other  parties  at  a  higher  price. 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  contracted  with  Mr.  Duval  for  printing  a 
portion  of  these  plates  from  transfers  at  60  cents  per  hundred.  Major 
Emory  objected  to  their  being  printed  from  transfers.  He  went 
before  the  Committee  on  Printing,  I  believe,  and  had  the  balance  of 
the  work  which  Mr.  Seaman  had  not  put  in  hand  printed  directly 
from  the  plates. 

Question.  And  for  printing  directly  from  the  plates  five  cents  per 
hundred  additional  was  paid? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  is  the  diiSerence  in  the  cost  of  printing  directly 
from  the  plates  and  in  printing  from  transfers  ? 

Answer.  I  am  unable  to  say  what  the  difference  is  to  the  printer; 
they  cost  the  government  five  cents  per  hundred  additional. 

William  Tovtebs  recalled: 

Question,  (by  the  chairman.)  Have  you  examined  the  statement  of 
the  cost  of  printing  and  the  times  in  which  the  certificates  for  pay- 
ment were  issued,  furnished  by  Mr.  Williams,  who  has  just  testified 
before  the  committee  ? 

Answer.  I  made  it  out,  with  the  assistance  of  Mr.  Williams,  this 
afternoon. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether  it  be  correct  or  not  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  it  to  be  substantially  correct. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  in  which  advance  certifi- 
cates were  given  for  work,  either  to  the  public  printer,  to  any 
engraver  or  lithographic  printer  or  binder,  before  the  work  was  com- 
pleted? 
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Answer.  I  know  of  no  case  to  any  except  to  the  public  printer.  It 
has  been  the  custom  of  the  oflSce,  from  time  to  time,  to  give  certifi- 
cates for  printing  the  large  jobs  before  the  work  was  entirely  com- 
pleted; not,  however,  before  a  complete  copy  of  the  work  was  in  the 
office,  from  which  the  cost  could  be  estimated.  I  know  of  cases 
where  the  certificates  have  been  issued  before  the  whole  number  of 
copies  were  printed. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  case  in  which  the  public  printer 
has  been  paid  for  the  whole  number  of  copies  ordered  by  Congress 
when  the  entire  edition  has  never  been  printed  and  delivered  by  the 
public  printer? 

Answer.  I  know  of  no  such  case. 

Question.  Were  all  the  copies  of  the  Kansas  report  ordered  by  the 
House  printed  by  the  pubUc  printer,  and  delivered  through  your 
office  at  the  folding  room  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  was  delivered  through  our  office  at 
the  folding  room,  and  what  was  not,  either  oi  that  or  any  other  docu- 
ment. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  public  printer  was  paid  for 
that  entire  edition  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  know  it,  but  I  have  no  doubt  of  the 
fact.  I  could  answer  positively  by  reference  to  the  books,  but  I  have 
no  doubt  the  whole  number  was  paid  for.  I  think  the  committee  may 
take  that  for  granted. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  where  any  binder  has  been 
paid  for  the  entire  edition  when  the  entire  edition  has  not  been 
delivered  to  your  office? 

Answer.  I  do  not;  it  has  been  the  custom  of  the  office  to  pay  from 
time  to  time  for  the  books  delivered;  I  do  not  know  of  any  case 
where  payments  have  been  made  beyond  that;  it  may  have  been  done 
without  my  knowledge,  but  I  know  of  no  such  case. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  where  certificates  for  paper 
have  been  given  to  contractors  when,  in  fact,  that  paper  has  not  been 
delivered  at  the  Superintendent's  office? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Can  you  tell  us  the  price  paid  during  the  years  1856  and 
1857  for  the  diflFerent  classes  of  paper  purchased  by  Mr.  Seaman, 
and  the  price  paid  for  the  same  classes  of  paper  by  General  Bowman, 
since  his  superintendency  commenced? 

Answer.  By  reference  to  the  report  of  General  Bowman,  I  find 
that  in  1856  we  paid  for  45-pound  paper,  that  is  the  term  by  which 
we  designate  a  particular  class,  $6  04|J^  a  ream;  in  1857,  we  paid 
$6  13j^o  ^  ream  for  the  same  class,  and  in  1858  we  paid  $6  00^^  P^r 
ream. 

Question.  Was  this  last  contracted  for  by  General  Bowman? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  price  contracted  for  by  General  Bowman, 
for  1859,  for  that  class  of  paper? 

Answer.  $5  37  ^V  For  52-pound  paper  in  1856  we  paid  $8  32;  in 
1857  we  paifl  $S  .S2,  and  if     >  )S  we  paid  $7  93;  this  year  we  con 
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tract  for  none.  For  the  56-pound  paper,  from  the  commencement  of 
the  office  up  to  the  end  of  1857,  we  paid  the  uniform  price  of  $8  40 
the  ream;  in  1858  we  paid  $7  84;  our  contract  for  the  present  year 
is  $7  56;  these  are  the  principal  classes  of  paper  contracted  for. 

Question.  Which  of  the  years  you  have  mentioned  were  under  Mr. 
Seaman's  superin tendency,  and  which  under  General  Bowman's? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  contracted  for  the  years  1856  and  1857,  and 
General  Bowman  for  the  years  1858  and  1859. 

Question.  What  is  the  per  centage  of  the  difference  of  price  between 
Mr.  Seaman's  contracts  and  those  made  by  General  Bowman? 
Answer.  About  ten  per  cent,  in  favor  of  the  latter. 
Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  What  was  the  character  of  the  paper 
received  by  Mr.  Seaman  under  these  contracts,  especially  that  received 
in  1855  of  45-pound  paper? 

Answer.  That  was  the  year  for  which  Mr.  Imlay,  of  Connecticut, 
was  the  contractor;  the  paper  received  under  that  contract  was  very 
good,  I  believe. 

Question.  Who  had  charge  of  the  paper,  and  attended  to  the 
receipts  and  inspection  of  it  at  that  period? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect;  that  particular  duty  has  been  discharged 
at  different  times  by  several  different  persons. 

Question.  Were  objections  made  to  the  quality  of  paper  furnished 
by  the  contractors  in  1 854-' 55? 

Answer.  I  recollect  that  there  was  a  very  considerable  invoice  of 
paper  received  from  Grant,  Daniel  A  Co.,  who  were  the  contractors 
for  45  lb.  paper  in  1854,  which  was  rejected  and  sent  back.  There 
have  been  other  invoices  of  paper  from  time  to  time  rejected;  but 
what  became  of  them  I  am  unable  to  say;  some  of  them,  I  was  informed, 
were  afterwards  received;  whether  any  others  were  sent  back  I 
do  not  know.  Until  within  the  last  year,  however,  I  do  not  know 
that  any  other  invoices  of  paper  have  been  sent  back  except  the  one 
I  have  mentioned  in  1854. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  invoice  to  which  you 
refer  was  the  only  one  received  which  was  objectionable  in  quality 
during  the  period  I  have  named  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  said  that  was  the  only  invoice  which  to  my 
knowledge  was  sent  back  during  that  period.  Other  lots  were  rejected, 
but  what  became  of  them  I  cannot  tell.  I  understand  that  some  of 
them  were  subsequently  received. 

Question.  Did  you  see  any  of  the  paper  which  was  received  and 
used  for  the  public  work  ? 
Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Are  you  a  practical  printer  ? 
Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  was  the  value  of  that  paper  ?  was  it 
at  all  fit  for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  designed  ? 

Answer.  Some  of  the  paper  used  in  the  first  work  was,  in  my  opinion, 
entirely  unfit  for  the  purpose.  Certainly  it  was  not  such  paper  as 
was  contracted  for.     I  am  not  able  to  say  to  what  extent  it  was  used. 
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Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  weight  and  value  of  any  of  the  paper 
of  which  you  are  just  speaking  as  unfit  for  use  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  am  not  certain  that  I  ever  saw  any  of  it  in 
the  bundle.  I  saw  it  in  the  printed  books  afterwards.  What  I  meant 
to  say  was  that  I  had  seen  paper  used  in  the  public  printing  which 
was  entirely  unfit  for  the  purpose. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  of  any  reduction  being 
made  in  the  price  of  such  paper  from  the  original  contract  price  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  do  not  think  any  such  reduction  was  ever 
made. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Did  not  these  matters  necessarily  come 
under  the  notice  of  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Very  often,  doubtless,  they  did  not  come  under  his  notice; 
I  am  satisfied  that  he  entrusted  the  matter  to  those  who  were  charged 
with  the  performance  of  this  duty.  I  do  not  think  he  gave  it  his  per- 
sonal attention  unless  called  to  it  by  the  clerk  having  the  matter  in 
charge.     How  often  that  was  done  I  am  not  able  to  say. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  not  know  of  at  least  one 
instance  in  which  an  invoice  of  this  45  lb.  paper  was  rejected  by  Mr. 
Darling,  in  1864,  when  that  rejection  was  Imown  in  your  office,  where 
a  knowledge  of  that  fact  was  communicated  to  Mr.  Seaman,  who  after- 
wards received  the  paper? 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect  such  a  transaction  at  that  time.  It  may 
have  taken  place  in  my  presence  and  have  escaped  my  recollection. 
I  do  not  recollect  any  instance  of  tiie  kind. 

Question.  Was  the  paper  purchased  by  bids  furnished  at  the  office 
or  was  any  of  it  purchased  in  openniarket  ? 

Answer.  None  of  it  was  purchased  in  open  market,  except  very 
small  quantities  required  for  particular  purposes  by  some  of  the 
executive  departments,  not  amounting  to  more  than  $300  or  $400 
during  the  whole  existence  of  the  office. 

Question.  Were  the  contracts  always  given  to  the  lowest  bidders? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  rule  adopted  in  the  office  in  that  respect? 

Answer.  The  rule  observed  was  that  established  by  the  printing 
act  of  August  26,  1852,  which  is  still  in  force,  requiring  the  superin- 
tendent to  ^' award  the  contract  for  furnishing  all  of  said  paper,  or 
such  class  thereof  as  may  be  bid  for,  to  the  lowest  bidder  whose  sam- 
ple accompanying  his  bid  shall  most  nearly  approximate  to  the  quality 
of  paper  ^size,  weight,  and  texture  all  considered)  advertised  for  by 
said  superintendent."  The  bidders  furnished  their  own  samples  with 
the  prices  proposed  for  each  class,  and  the  superintendent  awarded 
the  contracts  from  them. 

Question.  Then  the  whole  matter  was  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
superintendent  ? 

Answer.  There  was  a  very  considerable  amount  of  discretion  left 
with  him. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Nib  lack.)  You  state  that  you  saw  samples  of  that 
paper  which  was  objected  to  and  refused.     What  would  you  consider 
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the  difference  in  value  between  the  contract  price  and  the  real 
3  of  that  paper  ? 

iswer.  I  suppose  some  paper  was  received  by  the  government 
h  wae  not  worth  as  much  as  the  contract  price  by  10  to  20  per 

In  what  quantities  I  do  not  know.  I  saw  some  such  used, 
aestion,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  is  the  difference  in  the  prices 
for  engraving  and  lithographic  printijig  as  between  the  contracts 
)  by  Mr^  Seaman  and  those  made  by  Mr.  Bowman, 
ifiwer.  In  some  cases  the  present  Superintendent  has  contracted 
ithographic  printing  at  least  50  per  cent,  lower  than  his  prede- 
)r.  In  all  cases  his  contracts  have  been  lower  than  were  those 
3  by  Mr.  teaman* 

lestion.  State  particularly  the  difference  in  the  prices  paid  for 
engraving  and  lithographic  printing  for  the  last  two  Coast  Sur- 
Reports  contracted  for  by  Mr.  Seaman,  as  compared  with  the 
>  report  contracted  for  under  Mr.  Bowman.  State  the  cost  of  the 
rent  charts  or  sheets  which  correspond  in  size  in  these  reports; 
if  there  is  any  deduction  under  General  Bowman's  contract^  state 
>er  centage  saved  on  the  work  ordered. 

Mwer,  The  Coast  Survey  Report  for  1855  contained  sixty  charts; 
20  copies  of  each  were  printed.  The  cost  of  printing  the  whole 
ber  was  $17,766  54,  or  $12  92  per  1,000  charts.  None  of  these 
ts  were  engraved  under  contract  with  our  office, 
le  report  for  1856  contained  sixty-seven  charts;  22,950  copies 
ich  were  printed,  at  an  aggregate  cost  of  $24,684  63,  or  $16  05 
1,000  charts.     Ten  of  the  plates  were  engraved  under  contract 

our  office,  at  a  cost  of  $1,576,  or  an  average  of  $157  50  for  each 
$• 

le  work  for  the  two  reports  mentioned  was  executed  during  Mr. 
lan's  term  of  office, 

le  report  for  1857  is  the  only  one  executed  since  the  appointment 
eneral  BoAvman.  It  contains  seventy-one  charts;  14,160  copies 
ich  were  printed,  at  an  aggregate  cost  of  $13,370  85,  or  $13  30 
1,000  charts.     Twenty-two  of  the  plates  were  engraved  by  con- 

with  this  office,  at  a  cost  of  $1,098,  or  an  average  of  $49  91  for 

plate. 

^nnot  give  a  comparative  statement  of  the  difference  in  the  cost 
le  several  charts,  because  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendence 
vork  was  given  out  in  lots,  at  a  specified  price  for  each  lot,  while 
r  General  Bowman  each  chart  was  given  out  to  the  lowest  bidder. 
I  state,  however,  that  the  average  size  of  the  charts  for  1867  was 
ter  than  were  those  for  1855  and  1866.  As  to  the  character  or 
ity  of  the  work  I  know  nothing,  never  having  examined  any  of 
vork  in  either  case.  The  resolution  authorizing  the  printing  of 
3  charts  from  year  to  year  requires  that  they  shall  be  executed 
le  satisfaction  of  the  Coast  Survey  Office;  and  they  have,  in  all 
^ases  referred  to,  received  the  approval  of  the  Coast  Survey  Offic  ^ 
re  they  have  been  accepted  and  paid  for  by  the  Superintendent  of 
ic  Printing. 

lestion,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  has  been  the  amount  paid  to 
6s 


66  TEBTmoinr. 

General  Bowman  for  travelling  expenses  since  his  appointment  as 
Superintendent,  in  December,  1857  ? 

Answer.  The  aggregate  amount  paid  General  Bowman  is  $82  80; 
besides  which  he  has  paid  me  for  travelling  expenses  the  sum  of 
$46  40.  This  is  the  whole  amount  paid  by  the  office  for  travelling 
expenses  during  the  period  General  Bowman  has  been  in  office. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  account  kept  by  Mr. 
Seaman  for  money  received  for  paper  furnished  to  the  binders  for 
waste  leaves  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  know  nothing,  except  what  I  saw  upon  the 
books  last  summer  during  the  investigation  of  this  matter. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  kept  any  account 
etween  the  binders  and  himself,  or  between  the  binders  and  the 
overnment,  in  that  particular? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  himself  kept  any  account  at  all;  I  think 
it  was  kept  by  the  person  having  charge  of  the  binding. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  charged  himself  with  any  par- 
ticular sums  received  from  the  binders  for  that  paper? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  received  any  money  from  the 
binders  for  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  Not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Question.  What  do  you  know  from  information  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  from  time  to  time  he  did  receive  from 
the  binders  sums  of  money  for  paper  which  he  had  furnished  them 
for  waste  leaves. 

Question.  Did  you  hear  anything  about  the  deposit  of  that  money 
in  any  bank  or  banking-house  ? 

Answer.  It  was  my  understanding  that  he  placed  it  on  deposit 
from  time  to  time  at  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.'s. 

Question.  In  whose  name  ? 

Answer.  In  his  own  name,  I  suppose. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  difficulty  which  arose  about 
the  deposit  of  that  money,  or  of  what  was  said  by  the  binders  about 
the  time  he  paid  Mr.  Megargee  a  sum  of  money  out  of  that  fund,  which 
had  accrued  from  paper  for  waste  leaves  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  any  difficulty  occurred  w^th  the 
binders  about  that  matter. 

Question.  Was  there  no  excitement  or  outside  rumors  about  his 
conduct  in  that  particular  about  that  time  ? 

Answer.   I  think  not;  nothing  that  ever  came  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  loans  having  been  made  to 
Mr.  Seaman  by  any  of  the  contractors,  either  for  paper,  engraving, 
lithographic  printing,  or  binding? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  have  heard  that  loans  were  made.  I 
have  heard  it  intimated  that  he  had  borrowed  money  and  was  indebted 
to  some  of  these  men;  I  do  not  know  whom? 

Question.  How  did  you  learn  the  fact  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 
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Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  either  of  the  contractors  say  that  they 
d  loaned  him  aity  particular  sum  ? 
A^nswer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Did  you  hear  a  conversation  which  took  place  between 
.  Arnold,  the  binder,  General  Bowman,  and  others,  in  the  Super- 
endent's  office,  upon  that  subject? 

inswer.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  know  that  Mr.  Arnold  was  at  the 
ce,  and  that  he  and  General  Bowman  and  Doctor  Quail  had  some 
iversation  in  relation  to  Mr.  Arnold's  indebtedness  to  the  office  for 
ste  leaves;  but  if  I  heard  any  of  the  conversation  I  do  not  recol- 
t  what  it  was. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  known  or  heard  that  Mr.  Seaman  received 
J  per  centage  or  bonus  from  any  of  the  contractors  for  paper,  en- 
iving,  lithographic  printing,  or  binding  ? 
i^nswer.  I  never  heard  of  any  such  thing. 

Question.  Were  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Seaman's  circumstances 
en  he  was  appointed  to  that  office  ? 

kjiswer.  No,  sir;  I  had  never  seen  him  but  once  until  he  came  into 
office  as  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing.     I  had  no  acquaint- 
je  with  him  at  all. 

Juestion.  What  have  you  heard  by  general  reputation  about  his 
idition  at  that  time? 
Lnswer.  I  have  heard  that  his  pecuniary  circumstances  were  very 

Juestion.  Do  you  know  anything  about  his  circumstances  when  he 

the  office  ? 

Luswer.  I  expect  they  were  just  about  what  they  were  when  he 
le  into  it — without  money  and  without  credit.  That  is  my  im- 
ssion. 

Juestion.  Do  you  know  whether  he  made  any  investments  in  real 
ite  here  ? 

LDswer.  There  is  a  house  in  the  city  which  is  called  his;  whether 
J  or  not  I  do  not  know.     I  understand  that  the  deed  is  not  in  his 
le.     Indeed,  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  his  house  or  not. 
[uestion.  Do  you  know  whether  he  repaired  that  house  at  very 
siderable  expense  ? 

jiswer.  He  4]d.  After  he  became  possessed  of  it  it  underwent 
Y  considerable  improvement. 

►uestion.  What  was  his  style  of  living  during  his  superintendency  ? 

jiswer.   If  you  mean  in  relation  to  his  domestic  affairs,   I  cannot 

He  had  his  house  very  finely  furnished  throughout.     He  kept 

horses  moat  of  the  time  and  a  carriage, 
luestion.  What  would  be  the  expense  of  living  in  that  style  in  the 

of  Washington  ? 
nswer.  It  is  very  hard  to  tell ;  I  think  perhaps  it  would  cost  me 

or  six  thousand  dollars  a  year,  judging  from  what  it  costs  me  to 

in  the  style  in  which  1  do  now.     The  outside  indications  of  his 
ig  were  very  extravagant;  I  visited  his  house  very  seldom, 
uestion.  Do  you  know  the  amount   of   his  travelling  expenses 
rged  to  the  government  during  the  years  1854,  1855,  and  1856? 
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Answer.  I  only  know  about  them  so  far  as  they  were  paid  out  of 
our  own  office  fund,  which  was  in  1857.  I  know  nothing  about  those 
expenses  for  preceding  years;  there  was  no  record  of  them  ever  kept 
in  our  office. 

Question.  Do  you  think  it  was  necessary  for  Mr.  Seaman  to  go  to 
Philadelphia  and  New  York  to  superintend  the  engraving  and  litho- 
graphic printing  as  often  as  he  went? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  I  might  think  were  I  placed  in  hit* 
situation. 

Question.  Do  you  think  it  was  necessary  for  him,  or  any  other 
Superintendent,  to  go  to  those  places  as  often  as  he  went,  upon  pubhc 
business  ? 

Answer.  I  hardly  think  it  was;  if  I  had  been  Superintendent  I  do 
not  think  I  should  have  considered  it  necessary  to  go  as  often  as  he 
did. 

Question.  Do  you  think  the  business  has  been  as  well  attended  to 
by  Mr.  Bowman  as  it  was  by  Mr.  Seaman  in  that  particular? 

Answer.  I  think  it  has;  but  during  Mr.  Bowman's  superin tendency 
we  have  had  very  little  of  that  kind  of  work  which  would  require  the 
attention  of  the  Superintendent  out  of  the  city.  Under  Mr.  Seaman 
we  had;  all  those  illustrated  works  were  got  up  during  Mr.  Seaman's 
superintendency. 

Question,  Is  not  some  of  that  work  going  on  now? 

Answer.  Some;  but  very  little. 

Wednesday  Morning,  February  2,  1859. 

Mr.  Henbt  Lawrbnoe  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  88  John  street.  New  York. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  A  lithographer. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  any  business  for  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  business  ? 

Answfer.  The  lithographing  of  Captain  Marcy's  Report,  and  a  por- 
tion of  the  Report  of  the  Japan  Expeaition,  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report 
and  two  maps  of  the  President's  message. 

Question.  Who  was  the  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing  at 
the  time  that  work  was  done  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  received  from  the  govern- 
ment for  that  work  ? 

Answer.  Pretty  nearly;  the  lithographing  of  Captain  Marcy*8 
Report  cost  $10,000 ;  I  do  not  remember  exactly  what  tne  other  work 
cost. 

Question.  State  about  the  amount  ? 

Answer.  The  lithographing  of  the  Japan  Expedition  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Report  together  amounted  to  about  $6,000. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  further  work  for  the  government? 
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Answer.  I  had  the  lithographing  of  two  maps  last  year  for  the 
President's  message  ;  I  forget  whether  Mr.  Seaman  was  Superintend- 
ent of  Public  Printing  then  or  not ;  I  rather  think  that  Mr.  Bowman 
was  the  Superintendent  at  that  time. 

Question,  How  was  the  work  let  for  lithographing  the  illustrations 
for  Captain  Marcy's  Report,  the  Japan  Expedition,  and  the  Pacific 
Railroad  Report. 

Answer.  The  lithographing  for  Captain  Marcy's  Report  was  given 
to  me  by  the  Committee  on  Engraving,  and  so  was  the  work  for  the 
Japan  Expedition  and  the  Pacific  Railroad  Reports. 

Question.  Did  you  see  the  committee  in  person? 

Attswer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  bids  made  for  the  work  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  there  were. 

Question.  Was  there  an  advertisement  of  the  work  to  be  done  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so ;  to  the  best  of  my  recollection  there  was.  I 
know  there  was  for  the  work  for  the  Pacific  Railroad  and  Japan  Expe- 
dition Reports.     Whether  there  was  for  the  other  I  do  not  remember. 

Question.  What  particular  work  did  you  do  for  the  Report  of  the 
Japan  Expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  transferred  plates  from  copper  to  stone. 

Question.  What  particular  work  did  you  do  for  the  Report  of  the 
Pacific  Railroad  Survey  ? 

Answer.  The  same  description  of  work — the  transfer  of  plates  of 
shells,  fishes,  birds,  and  other  specimens  of  natural  history. 

Question.  What  did  you  receive  per  plate  for  that  work? 

Answer.  I  received  sixty  cents  per  hundred  ;  that  was  the  cost  of 
transferring  and  printing,  and  out  of  that  I  had  to  pay  all  the  expense 
of  delivering  the  same  here  in  Washington. 

Question.  What  is  the  ordinary  price  of  such  work  in  New  York? 

Answer.  I  think  that  was  about  the  ordinary  price,  and  I  thought 
a  fair  price  at  the  time. 

Question.  Have  you  not  said  that  it  could  be  done  for  thirty  cents  a 
hundred  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  What  had  Mr.  Seaman  to  do  with  those  contracts  with 
you? 

Answer.  As  I  understand  it,  nothing  more  than  receiving  the  work 
from  me  and  superintending  the  work  while  it  was  in  progress. 

Question.  Had  he  nothing  to  do  in  making  the  contract  and  carry- 
ing it  out  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  My  contract  came  from  the  Committee  on  En- 
graving, as  I  understand  it. 

Question.  In  all  cases  ? 

Answer.  There  were  only  two  cases — the  ones  I  have  mentioned. 

Question.  You  spoke  of  three. 

Answer.  Two  only  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency.  The 
maps  were  given  out,  I  believe,  by  Mr.  Bowman. 

Question.  You  mentioned  Captain  Marcy's  Report,  the  Japan  Expe- 
dition, and  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report. 
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Answer.  The  Pacific  Railnmd  Report  and  the  Japan  Expedition 
Ref)Oi  t  were  included  in  one  contract. 

Qutstion.  Did  you  bring  any  of  your  books  or  accounts  with  you? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  I  see,  by  the  report  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing,  that  you  are  charged  with  $10,000,  received  for  work  on 
Marcy's  Report;  $360  60,  ior  work  on  the  Japan  Expedition;  and 
again,  for  $5,736  96  for  work  done  on  the  Pacific  Railroad  Surveys. 

Answer.  Those  are  about  the  amounts,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether  you  received  the  entire  amount 
on  these  several  items  through  certificates  given  by  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question,  Will  you  state  whether  any  deductions,  by  way  of  com- 
pensation, were  paid  out  of  those  sums  ? 

Answer.  No  deductions  were  made.  I  received  these  amounts  in 
full  through  certificates  given  from  the  ofl5ce  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  made  bids  for  any  other  work  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Will  you  state  for  what? 

Answer.  I  can  scarcely  state  them.  I  have  made  bids  for  so  many 
works  that  I  cannot  recollect  them  with  certainty. 

Question.  No  other  contract  was  awarded  to  you,  as  I  understand? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether  you  have  ever  paid  any  amount, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  the  way  of  per  centage,  or  any  other  con- 
sideration, for  those  or  any  other  jobs,  to  Mr.  Seaman^  or  to  any  other 
person  representing  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Did  you  loan,  during  the  progress  of  this  work,  any 
money,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  ever  propose  to  give  you  work  for  a  per 
centage  or  a  consideration  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  one  who  has  had  contracts  from  the 
government  for  engraving  or  lithographic  printing,  or  any  other  work, 
who  has  paid,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  consideration  to  Mr.  ISeaman, 
or  to  others  for  him,  for  work  or  contracts? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  can  only  say,  as  regards  Mr.  Seaman  and  my- 
self, that  I  have  had  very  little  to  do  with  him  as  regards  money  or 
business.  I  had  very  little  business  to  do  with  his  oflSoe,  and  what 
little  I  did,  I  received  the  work  from  time  to  time,  and  was  paid  for 
it  in  full.     There  were  others  who  had  larger  jobs. 

With  the  consent  of  the  committee  I  will  make  this  explanation  of 
a  former  answer :  I  certainly  do  not  know  that  I  have  ever  paid  any- 
thing to  Mr.  Seaman,  nor  do  I  know  that  I  ever  paid  anything  to 
any  one  representing  Mr.  Seaman.  When  I  first  came  to  the  gov- 
ernment for  patronage  I  was  induced  to  speak  to  certain  gentlemen 
as  lobby  agents,  who  told  me  that,  for  a  consideration,  they  could 
show  me  how  I  could  get  work.    In  such  cases  I  have  paid  money  to 


i 


TESTIMONY.  71 

iliem,  but  I  believe  they  did  not  represent  Mr.  Seaman  or  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  him. 

Question.  What  are  the  names  of  these  gentlemen  ? 

Answer.  Peter  Gorman  is  one  of  them. 

Question.  Any  one  else  ? 

Answer.  I  have  given  small  amounts  to  Alderman  Hart. 

Question.  Where  does  he  reside  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know ;  in  New  York,  I  presume.  The  amounts 
]  paid  to  him  were  very  trifling. 

Question.  Will  you  state  the  amounts? 

Answer.  They  were  very  small ;  I  think  not  more  than  $100  in  all. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  paid  by  you  to  Mr.  Gorman  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  received  somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of 
5800. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  money  for  that  purpose  to  any  person  else? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  not  that  I  remember. 

Question.  Was  that  a  per  centage  on  the  contract  or  a  gross  amount? 

Answer.  As  I  understood,  it  was  a  per  oentage  ? 

Question.  A  per  centage  of  how  much? 

Answer.  I  think  eight  or  ten  per  cent.  I  was  at  tlie  time  on  here 
rying  to  get  work  from  the  government,  in  1854.  I  got  introduced 
o  some  one  and  told  him  what  I  wanted.  He  told  me  he  thought  he 
ould  help  me,  and  gave  me  to  understand  that  it  was  always  cus- 
omary  to  allow  parties  something  for  such  assistance,  and  I  promised 
o  do  what  was  right.  , 

Question.  What  did  Mr.  Gorman  do  for  you  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did  anything.  I  rather  think  he 
lid  not  do  anything. 

Question.  What  did  he  report  to  you? 

Answer.  Nothing  at  all  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  saw  Mr.  Seaman  upon  the 
subject  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  was  scarcely  acquainted  with  Mr.  Sea- 
man.    At  that  time  I  scarcely  knew  Mr.  Seaman  myself. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Gorman  was  acquainted  with 
Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  believe  that  at  that  time  the  Superintendent 
of  Public  Printing  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  engraving.  I  think  it 
was  not  placed  in  his  charge  until  about  a  year  afterwards.  I  did  not 
receive  the  contract  from  Mr.  Seaman  on  which  I  paid  a  per  centage. 
It  was  given  directly  by  the  Committee  on  Engraving. 

Question,  ^by  Mr.  Covode.)  How  did  these  men  use  the  money 
which  you  paid  them  for  obtaining  the  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  suspect  they  took  advantage  of  my 
verdancy  in  the  matter. 

Question.  Did  they  tell  you  what  they  were  going  to  do,  or  what 
they  had  done  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  they  did  not  specify.  I  was  rather  verdant, 
which  I  suppose  they  saw  and  took  advantage  of  to  make  out  of  me 
what  they  could.  I  have  no  feeling  on  the  subject ;  nothing  to  com- 
plain of.     I  merely  state  the  facts. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  who  were  the  members  of  the  Committee  of 
the  House  on  Engraving  at  that  time? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  all  the  members.  Mr.  Biddle,  of  Del- 
aware, was  chairman. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  other  contractor  paying  to 
parties  under  similar  circumstances  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether  you  suggested  to  any  one  that 
you  knew  matters  that  ought  to  go  before  the  committee  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  am  certain  that  I  did  not. 

Question.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  any  parties  in  New  York 
after  the  appointment  of  this  committee  upon  this  subject  ? 

Answer  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not  know  that  the  committee  had  been 
appointed  until  the  other  day. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Did  you  consider  the  work  done  by 
you  executed  in  the  best  style  you  could  execute  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  do  that  work  as  low  or  lower  than  you  would 
have  done  work  of  the  same  description  for  private  individuals  ? 

Answer.  I  did  it  at  about  the  same  price  I  would  charge  private 
individuals. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  other  contractor  say  he  had 
received  a  higher  price  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether  the  work  now  done  for  the 
government  of  the  same  quality  is  done  for  a  higher  or  lower  price 
than  that  done  for  you  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency? 

Answer.  I  know  it  has  been  done  at  extremely  low  prices.  The 
quality  of  the  work  I  am  not  able  to  state,  for  I  have  not  seen  it. 
My  whole  objeccion  to  doing  work  for  the  government  at  this  time  is 
that  the  prices  paid  are  too  low.  It  is  not  a  profitable  business,  and 
does  not  even  pay. 

Wednksday  Evening,  February  2,  1859. 

BiCHARD  Major  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Brooklyn,  New  York. 

Question.  Where  is  your  business  place? 

Answer.  In  New  York. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  Lithographer. 

Question.  What  is  the  firm  ? 

Answer.  Sarony,  Major  &  Knapp. 

vJiiestion.  Have  you  ever  done  any  business  for  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  was  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing  at  the 
time  the  business  was  done? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  What  work  did  you  do  for  the  government  under  Mr. 
Seaman's  .superintendency  ? 
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Answer.  I  could  not  enumerate  the  jobs  without  the  books,  which 
I  have  left  at  my  hotel,  I  could  not  enumerate  the  different  jobs  from 
memory.     We  have  done  quite  a  number  of  them. 

Question.  How  were  the  confracte  for  this  work  done  for  the  gov- 
ernment? 

Answer,  By  making  bids  on  the  work  which  we  did,  I  believe,  in 
almost  every  case. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  work  for  which  you  did  not  make  any  bid  ? 

Answer.  I  think  we  did  some  few  jobs.  On  reflection,  I  think  there 
was  no  job  done  by  us  on  which  an  estimate  was  not  made  ;  what  I 
had  reference  to  was,  that  it  was  not  in  answer  to  an  advertisement. 
In  some  cases  bids  were  made  in  response  to  advertisements,  and  in 
other  cases  we  made  estimates  for  the  work  and  it  was  given  to  us 
without  being  previously  advertised.  There  was  no  work  put  into 
our  hands  on  which  we  had  not  made  an  estimate,  with  one  exception. 
This  related  to  six  maps  that  were  put  into  our  hands,  and  the  reason 
that  we  did  not  make  e3timates  on  these  maps  was  that  the  draughts 
were  incomplete. 

Question.  Did  you  make  estimates  upon  any  work  for  which  other 
estimates  or  bids  had  not  been  called  for  ? 

Answer.  That  I  could  not  say. 

Question.  With  whom  did  you  close  these  contracts  generally? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  done  in  all  cases  with  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  What  rule  prevailed  in  regard  to  the  letting  of  these 
contracts  ?     Were  they  in  all  cases  let  to  the  lowest  bidder  ? 

Answer.  That  I  am  not  able  to  say. 

Question.  Have  you  been  informed  by  Mr.  Seaman,  or  others, 
whether  your  bids  were  the  lowest  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  was  never  informed  whether  they  were  or  not. 

Question.  How  have  you  generally  communicated  your  bids — to  Mr. 
8eaman  directly,  or  to  Mr.  Seaman  through  others? 

Answer.  Directly  to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  the  Committee  on  Engra- 
ving, in  which  case  the  bids  went  through  Mr.  Seaman,  I  believe. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  employed  persons  in  the  city  of  Washing- 
ton to  procure  work  for  you  from  the  government  as  your  agents  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  person  in  Washington  or  in  New 
Tork,  or  in  any  other  place,  for  aiding  or  assisting  in  getting  this 
work  for  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  the  gentlemen  named  by  you  the  only  persons  in- 
terested in  your  business  firm  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  they  are  the  only  ones. 

Question.  Had  you  a  branch  in  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  was  interested  in  your  branch  of  the  business  in 
Washington  ? 

Answer,  That  would  cover  a  rather  large  scope.  Many  were  in- 
terested, because  many  were  at  work  there. 

Question.  Who  were  interested  in  the  proceeds  of  the  contracts 
made  by  your  firm  with  the  government  ? 


74  TESTIMONY. 

Answer,  We  never  have  had  any  special  arrangement  outside  of 
our  firm  to  secure  work  either  for  the  firm  in  the  city  of  New  York  or 
here. 

Question.  I  think  you  cannot  misunderstand  my  question,  and  you 
have  not  answered  it.  Will  you  be  kind  enoupch  to  state  the  parties 
who  were  interested  in  your  branch  located  in  Washington  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  object  to  state  that  one  party,  besides  those  now 
connected  with  the  firm  in  New  York,  was  interested. 

Question.  State  who  that  party  was,  and  what  was  his  interest? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  do.  Anything  that  bears  directly  upon 
the  case  I  have  no  objection  to  answer. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Do  the  committee  understand  you  to 
decline  to  answer  that  question  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  Cornelius  Wendell  was  in- 
terested in  that  concern. 

Question.  Will  you  state  how  he  was  interested? 

Answer.  In  assisting  us  to  get  work. 

Que  tion.  Upon  what  terms  ? 

Answer.  I  will  define  his  position.  Our  object  at  that  time  was 
more  particularly  to  get  work  from  the  departments.  We  thought 
Mr.  Wendell  could  assist  us  in  getting  work  from  the  various  depart- 
ments, and  that  was  the  object  of  our  startingthe  concern  at  Wash- 
ington. As  to  our  arrangements  with  Mr.  Wendell,  there  were  no 
terms  agreed  upon.  He  was  to  have  no  specified  per  centage  upon 
the  work. 

Question.  Did  you  agree  to  give  him  anything,  or  any  interest  ? 

Answer.  We  did  on  such  work  as  he  might  get  for  us. 

Question.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  state  what  it  was  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not  agree  to  pay  him  any  specified  sum.  I  will 
give  the  particulars  of  the  matter  as  nearly  as  I  can  remember.  Th#e 
has  never  been  any  specific  agreement  between  us,  either  by  contract 
in  writing  or  verbally.  I  asked  Mr.  Wendell  if  he  thought  he  could 
not  get  us  work  in  the  different  departments  in  Washmgton.  He 
said  he  was  well  acquainted  ;  he  could  introduce  us,  and  had  no  doubt 
could  give  us  assistance  in  that  way.  In  talking  the  matter  over,  we 
decided  to  have  a  branch  of  our  concern  here,  and  it  was  understood 
that  if  Mr.  Wendell  got  uer  work  he  would  be  remunerated  for  it ;  but 
there  were  no  terms  specified  at  all. 

Question.  How  much  do  you  generally  pay  upon  work  which  Mr. 
Wendell  procured  for  you  ? 

Answer.  We  have  not  paid  anything,  because  I  do  not  know  that 
he  ever  procured  any  for  us. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  anything  on  such  work,  or  for  pro- 
curing it  for  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  him,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
for  such  service  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  we  have  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  one  else  for  such  service  ? 

Answer.  No  sir. 

Question.  What  became  of  your  branch  in  Washington? 
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Answer.  We  broke  it  up;  soM  a  part  and  removed  the  other  part 
to  New  York. 

Question,  What  building  did  you  occupy  here  in  Washington? 

Answer.  We  occupied  the  upper  part  of  the  Union  Building. 

Question.  Of  whom  did  you  rent  it? 

Answer.  Of  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  You  stated  that  Mr.  Wendell  had  an  interest  in  the 
business  here.     Will  you  state  more  definitely  what  that  interest  was  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  I  stated  that  Mr.  Wendell  had  an  interest  in  the 
business  that  pertained  to  getting  work  for  us.  But  the  work  that  we 
did  in  that  concern  was  not  procured  by  Mr.  Wendell  at  all;  it  was 
merely  a  part  of  the  contracts  that  we  obtained  from  the  government 
in  the  usual  way. 

Question.  Was  there  any  person  else  in  the  city  of  Washington 
who  had  an  interest  in  that  business? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Had  Mr.  Seaman,  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing,  any  interest  in  that  business  ? 

Answer.  None,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  come  here  through  his  solicitation  or  advice  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  at  Mr.  Wendell's  solicitation  or  advice  that  you 
came  here  ? 

Answer.  His  advice  may  have  influenced  us'.  It  was  a  purpose  we 
had  thought  of  ourselves,  and  without  the  solicitation  of  any  one  ; 
but,  on  consultation  with  Mr.  Wendell,  he  advised  us  Vy  do  it. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Wendell  put  any  capital  into  the  branch  of  the 
concern  here  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Has  there  ever  been  any  settlement  between  Mr.  Wendell 
and  your  firm  for  service  rendered  by  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Has  your  firm  not  paid  money  to  other  persons,  knowing 
it  to  be  for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Did  Mr.  Wendell  ever  get  any  money 
out  of  that  concern,  or  the  profits  of  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  ever  paid  anything,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  any  other  person,  knowing 
or  believing  it  to  be  for  his  benefit,  for  any  contract  during  his  super- 
in  tendency  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  we  have  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  any  money  to  Mr.  Seaman  during 
your  business  connexion  with  that  department,  which  loan  enured  in 
any  way  to  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Seaman,  in  connexion  with  your  busi- 
ness transactions  with  him  or  his  office  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  we  have  not. 

Question.  Did  you,  or  your  firm,  loan  any  money  to  Mr.  Seaman 
during  your  business  connexion  with  his  office  ? 
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Answer.  That  I  decline  to  answer. 

Question.  Is  Mr.  Seaman  now  indebted  to  you  for  any  amount  ot 
borrowed  money,  loaned  to  him  during  your  business  connexion  with 
that  office  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  is  not. 

Question.  Is  the  amount  that  you  received  for  lithographic  printing 
from  the  government  entered  on  your  book  of  receipts  or  on  your  cash- 
book? 

Answer.  All  except  one  item. 

Question.  What  item  is  that? 

Answer.  It  is  a  payment  of  $2,576  that  we  empowered  Mr.  Wendell 
to  collect  for  us,  and  which  he  is  now  indebted  to  us  for. 

Question.  When  was  that  collected  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  give  you  the  date. 

Question.  About  h(»w  long  since? 

Answer.  As  near  &s  I  can  recollect,  I  should  say  it  was  probably 
about  nine  months  ;  he  collected  several  accounts  for  us. 

Question.  Has  he  paid  the  other  items  over  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  excuse  did  he  give  for  not  paying  that  item  ? 

Answer.  No  excuse  at  all ;  I  knew  it  was  during  a  time  when  he 
was  short  of  money,  and  as  we  were  in  easy  circumstances,  I  volun- 
teered to  give  him  the  use  of  the  money,  which  he  said  I  could  draw 
on  him  for  at  any  time  at  three  days'  sight. 

Question.  Do  you  hold  his  paper  for  that  amount  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  we  only  have  his  word  for  it. 

Question.  Did  you  give  Mr.  Wendell  a  power  of  attorney  to  collect 
this  money  from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  not. 

Question.  How  did  he  receive  it  then  ? 

Answer.  I  endorsed  the  bills  payable  to  Mr.  Wendell,  and  left  them 
in  charge  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  with  directions 
to  pay  to  Mr.  Wendell. 

Nathaniel  Orb  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  New  York. 

Question.  Where  is  your  office  ? 

Answer.  At  No.  52  John  street. 

Question.  Have  you  done  any  business  for  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Under  whose  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman's. 

Question.  What  have  you  done  for  the  government? 

Answer.  I  did  the  illustrations  for  a  portion  of  the  Japan  Report, 
also  for  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report,  for  the  Military  Report,  and  for  the 
mechanical  part  of  the  Patent  Office  Report.    That  is  all  I  recollect  now. 

Question.  How  was  that  work  contracted  for  ? 

Answe  A  portion  of  it  was  advertised  in  the  papers,  and  I  bid 
i'oT  i  . 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  send  your  bid  ? 
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Answer.  To  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  at  Washington. 

Question.  To  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  portion  did  you  bid  for  under  those  circumstances  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  how  much  of  it. 

Question.  Was  yours  the  lowest  bid  ? 

Answer.  I  was  informed  so  by  a  communication  from  a  clerk  in  the 
Superintendent's  office. 

Question.  Did  you  get  the  work  on  all  your  bids  included  or  em- 
braced? 

Answer.  My  first  bid  on  the  Japan  Expedition  was  for  fifty  pages 
or  more.     I  did  not  do  quite  as  much. 

Question.  Why  did  you  not  do  it  all  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say,  unless  it  was  that  I  could  not  do  the  work 
fast  enough.     The  work  was  hurried,  I  know. 

Question.  Was  there  any  demand  for  the  work  more  than  you  could 
supply. 

Answer.  I  could  hardly  say.  I  was  hurried  upon  it  every  time 
Mr.  Seaman  was  in  New  York. 

Question.  Were  you  relieved  in  your  engagement  for  supplying  the 
work  as  to  time? 

Answer.  The  time  was  not  specified. 

Question.  What  was  said  at  the  time  about  your  not  getting  the 
whole  work  your  bids  embraced  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  was  said.  I  was  rather  ignorant  of 
the  proceedings  m  connexion  with  contracts  from  the  government, 
and  I  took  the  work  furnished  me  and  executed  it. 

Question.  Who  got  the  work  that  should  have  been  awarded  to  you 
under  your  bid? 

Answer.  I  think  my  brother  got  some  of  it^  Lossing  &  Barrett,  and, 
possibly,  Roberts.     I  could  not  specify  with  certainty. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  they  made  bids  upon  the  work 
originally? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  How  was  that  work  given  them  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Have  you  understood  anything  about  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  explain  to  you  the  reason  of  not  giving 
you  the  entire  work  ? 

Answer.  I  never  asked  him  for  any  explanation. 

Question.  Was  it  explained  in  the  office  when  you  called  for  it  ? 

Answer.  The  work  was  famished  me  by  the  artist  who  made  the 
drawings  in  New  York. 

Question.  How  did  you  get  the  work  for  which  you  did  not  bid  on 
advertisement? 

Answer.  The  Military  Report  I  bid  so  low  for  that  I  believe  I  secured 
it  for  that  reason,     I  learned  from  other  parties  who  had  seen  it  that 
I  took  it  too  low,  and  could  have  secured  it  at  a  higher  price. 
Question.  Who  gave  you  the  work,  directly? 
Answer.  Mr.  Seaman.     He  told  me  that  he  had  the  work  to  be 
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execated  ;  that  he  had  bids  on  it,  and  invited  me  to  examine  it  at  his 
hotel,  and  bid  for  it,  which  I  did. 

Question.  Has  any  one  called  on  yon  to  do  work  as  the  agent  of 
Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  one  in  New  York  who  acted  for 
Mr.  Seaman  in  letting  work  to  be  done? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  that  Mr.  Ackerman  was  his  agent 
for  that  purpose? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  The  first  I  ever  knew  of  the  government  having 
engraving  to  do,  some  one  told  me  that  Mr.  Ackerman  had  some  work 
left  there  for  engravers  to  call  and  see  and  bid  on.  I  do  not  know 
what  work  it  was. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Ackerman  ever  call  on  you  to  do  work  for  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  never  have  seen  the  gentleman. 

Question.  How  was  the  work  for  the  mechanical  part  of  the  Patent 
Office  Report  taken  by  you  ? 

Answer.  It  was  let  to  me  without  bids,  I  imagine.  I  may  have 
made  a  statement  of  what  I  would  do  it  for  ;  I  do  not  recollect.  I  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  office  stating  that  I  could  have  a  portion  of 
it  at  a  price  named.     The  work  was  done  at  so  much  per  page. 

Question.  You  took  it  at  that  price? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  was  that  per  page? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  done  tor  $26  50  per  page  for  the  report 
of  1856. 

Question.  For  doing  what  particular  work? 

Answer.     The  engraving. 

Question.  D.id  you  furnish  the  wood  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  joxx  furnish  your  own  drawings? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  do  the  electrotyping  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Nothing  but  the  engraving? 

Answer.  That  was  all. 

Question.  What  was  the  work  for  the  mechanical  part  of  the  Patent 
Office  Report  done  for?  (1855.) 

Answer.  I  did  not  do  any  of  that  work.  I  understood  it  was  for 
$35  per  page  for  the  same  work  in  1855. 

Question.  Was  it  offered  to  you  ? 

Answer.  A  few  pages  were  sent  to  me  at  that  price,  but  I  could 
not  execute  them. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  connexion  with  agents  or  others  in 
the  city  of  Washington  interested  in  procuring  work  for  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  none  at  all. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  exact  amount  of  work  you  have  done 
for  the  government? 

Answer.  I  think  about  $16,600.    I  intended  to  have  made  a  note 
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at  when  I  lefl  home  a  part  of  my  books  were  at  my  house  and 

t  my  office. 

ion.  Did  you  receive  the  full  amount  of  your  contracts  from 

srnment? 

er.  Yes,  sir ;  every  dollar. 

;ion.  Have  jrou  ever  paid  any  per  centage  or  anything  to  any 

K)nneoted  with  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Print- 

eclly  or  indirectly,  for  any  job  or  contract  ? 

er.  No,  sir. 

iion.  Did  you  do  all  the  work  on  the  Patent  Office  Report  of 

er.  I  did  all  my  contract  called  for. 

iion.  Did  you  pay  your  workmen  by  the  day  or  year,  or  by 

? 

rer.  That  is  a  very  difficult  question  to  answer.     I  paid  some 

I  by  the  week  and  others  by  the  piece. 

tion.  Did  you  let  any  of  the  work  out  by  the  page  ? 

^er.  No,  sir. 

tion.  Or  by  the  square  inch  ? 

7er.  There  were  some  men  employed  by  me  who  also  worked 

r  houses,  giving  me  the  preference  when  I  had  work  for  them. 

paid  by  the  piece. 

tion.  In  what  way  did  you  employ  them  ? 
rev.  I  ^ave  them  blocks  to  execute ;  sometimes  there  are  four 
jlocks  m  a  page. 

bion.  Then  you  paid  them  by  the  square  inch  ? 
rer.  Yes,  sir;  the  work  was  returned,  and  I  gave  it  the  final 
lyself. 

bion.  Did  you  ever  loan  Mr.  Seaman  any  money  ? 
rer.  I  have  never  loaned  him  one  dollar, 
bion.   Were  all  the  contracts  which  you  received  given  you 

from  the  Committee  on  Engraving,  or  by  the  Superintendent 
ic  Printing? 

rer.  I  received  them  from  the  Superintendent, 
kion.  Was  there  a  specific  contract  with  you  for  any  given 
'  of  pages  of  the  Japan  Expedition? 

rer.  My  impression  was  that  I  was  to  receive  fifty  pages ;  but 
1  error.  In  the  advertisement  they  called  for  bids  for  fifty 
nore  or  less ;  and  as  that  was  the  first  job  ever  done  by  me  for 
ernment,  my  impression  at  the  time  was  that  my  contract  was 

pages. 

tion.  Did  you  receive  your  contracts  for  engraving  the  me- 
1  part  of  the  Patent  Office  Report  directly  from  Mr.  Seaman? 
/er.  Yes,  sir. 

tion.  Do  you  consider  the  wood  engraving  which  you  did  for 
^ernment  done  at  as  low  a  price  as  it  could  have  been  done  at 
le  well  ? 

rer.  Yes,  sir;  I  will  state  that  at  this  present  day  I  would  not 
X)ntract  f jr  less  than  I  did  those  contracts;  I  bid  low  on  them 
ioi>e  of  doing  a  larger  husiuess;  my  buainess  with  the  JSew 
ubiitthers,  as  a  general  thing,  pays  u  larger  per  centage;  these 
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contracts  were  large  for  my  business,  and  I  took  thera  at  a  less  rate 
from  that  consideration  than  I  would  otherwise  have  done. 

Thursday  Morning,  Ftbruary  3,  1859. 

BicHAKD  Major  recalled. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  As  you  declined  to  answer  a  qaestioa 
last  evening  which  the  committee  thought  necessary  in  this  iovesti^a- 
tion,  1  am  directed  to  put  that  question  again.  Did  you  or  your  firm 
loan  any  money  to  Mr.  Seaman,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  during 
your  business  connexion  with  his  oflSce  ? 

Answer.  I  decline  to  answer. 

[The  Committee  directed  the  witness  to  retire,  and  on  consultation 
resolved  to  report  the  case  to  the  House  for  their  action,  but  the 
witness  returned  before  the  case  was  made  up  and  stated  that  he  had 
reconsidered  his  determination  not  to  answer  the  above  question,  and 
was  now  ready  to  answer.  The  Chairman  then  repeated  the  question 
as  above  stated.]  I 

Answer.  I  did,  sir.  I 

Question.  Will  you  state  the  amount  ?  j 

Answer.  $3,650.  | 

Question.  When  did  you  make  that  loan  ?  1 

Answer.  $1,000  was  loaned  oa  the  7th  of  July,  1856;  the  same 
amount  was  loaned  September  9,  1856;  $1,350  on  the  20th  of  Maj, 
1857,  and  there  was  a  loan  of  $200  for  which  I  do  not  seem  to  have 
any  entry  on  my  cash-book.  Upon  looking  over  my  memorandum 
book  I  found  that  I  loaned  Mr.  Seaman  $200  at  another  time,  but  I 
cannot  find  the  date. 

Question.  What  book  is  that  you  are  now  examining  ? 

Answer.  It  is  our  cash-book. 

[Mr.  Harris  here  took  the  book  to  examine  as  to  the  entries  in 
question,  during  which  Mr.  Seaman  had  a  private  conversation  with 
tne  witness.  The  witness  then  rose  and  objected  to  having  his  boob 
examined.  Mr.  Harris  asked  the  witness  whether  Mr.  Seaman  bad 
suggested  that  objection  to  him;  the  witness  replied  that  he  had. 

Tne  committee  then  unanimously  resolved  to  exclude  Mr.  Seaman 
from  their  sittings  for  the  present. 

The  witness  explained  that  he  objected  to  the  examination  of  his 
books  generally,  and  not  as  to  their  examination  in  connexion  with 
these  entries;  and  he  desired  further  to  say  that  he  should  have  made 
that  suggestion  apart  from  any  suggestion  from  Mr.  Seaman.] 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris  )  You  find  entries  there  for  all  the  loans 
you  have  made  to  Mr.  Seaman  in  your  ccish-book,  except  $200  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  There  is  an  entry  upon  this  cash-book  to  which  )ou  refer 
of  $1,000  on  the  7th  of  July,  1856,  to  J.  F.  Knapp  for  A.  Q.  Sea- 
man; will  you  be  good  enough  to  state  who  Mr.  Knapp  is? 

Answer.  He  is  one  of  my  partners. 

Question.  Why  is  this  loan  not  charged  directly  to  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Simply  because  I  did  not  wish  to  have  it  appear  so  on  the 
book.  It  was  originally  charged  to  Mr.  Knapp  for  A.  G.  S.,  and 
after  I  was  subpoenaed  I  added  the  fiill  name  for  my  own  direction. 
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ition.  Why  then  does  the  entry  disclose  the  fact  that  it  was  for 
aman? 

¥er.  Becaase  it  was  an  explanation  of  the  fact  of  this  amount 
ng  charged  to  Mr.  Knapp,  and  to  show  where  the  money  went, 
ition.  The  entry  is  *' J.  F.  Knapp  for  A.  G.  Seaman,"  and  I 
tand  you  to  say  that  it  was  not  charged  to  Mr.  Seaman  directly, 
3  you  did  not  wish  it  so  to  appear  upon  the  book,  and  that  you 
it  to  J.  F.  Knapp  for  A.  G.  Seaman,  because  it  was  not 
i  to  Mr.  Knapp  and  you  wished  to  show  where  the  money 
why  did  you  not  desire  it  to  appear  on  your  book  that  Mr. 
1  had  borrowed  this  $1,000  ? 

i^er.  To  avoid  the  issue  that  now  comes  up,  that  I  had  loaned 
aman  money. 

ition.  What  reason  had  you  to  fear  that  you  would  be  embar- 
in  any  such  issue  from  the  fact  that  you  had  loaned  Mr.  Sea- 
oney? 

w^er.  No  particular  reason  further  than  the  natural  inference 
we  had  loaned  Mr.  Seaman  money  it  was  connected  with  his 
afEiirs,  and  we  did  not  wish  to  implicate  him  in  any  such  way. 
Ition.  Your  reason,  then,  for  not  charging  it  directly  to  Mr. 
1  was  that  you  feared  the  appearance  of  the  loan  on  your  books 
implicate  him  ;  is  it  your  habit  to  charge  all  loans  that  you 
m  your  books  to  other  parties  ? 
wer.  No,  sir. 

ition.  Are  any  of  the  other  entries  on  this  page  of  your  cash 
>r  money  loaned  ? 

wer.  The  entry  that  I  drew  your  attention  to  was  for  money 
to  Mr.  Seaman. 

ition.  Are  any  of  the  other  entries  for  money  loaned  to  other 
? 

wer.  I  presume  there  are  instances  there  of  moneys  loaned  to 
parties. 

Ition.  When  you  made  loans  of  money,  as  a  general  thing,  was 
habit  to  enter  the  loan  directly  to  the  parties  in  your  book  ? 
w^er.  Yes,  sir, 

ition.  The  book  disclosed  the  name  of  the  party  who  borrowed 
ney? 

wrer.  Yes,  sir,  the  name  of  the  party  appears  in  each  case,  cx- 
le  ones  I  have  explained. 

ition.  Under  what  circumstances  was  this  loan  made  to  Mr. 
tt? 
wer.  He  asked  me  to  loan  him  the  amounts  which  are  charged 

)tion.  Has  Mr.  Seaman  ever  repaid  this  $1,000? 
wer.  Yes,  sir. 

Ition.  Did  you  give  him  the  money  directly? 
wer.  Yes,  sir. 

Ition.  Was  Mr.  Knapp  a  partner  in  jour  house  in  New  York  ? 
wer.  Yes,  sir. 

ition,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Did  Mr.  Seaman  ever  suggest  to  you 
propriety  of  having  this  entry  appear  upon  your  books  ? 
6s 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  was  the  idea  suggested  that  there  might  be  an  im- 
propriety in  having  the  loan  appear  on  your  books  as  charged  to  Mr. 
Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Merely  knowing  that  he  occupied  the  position  whicb  he 
did,  and  from  the  general  rumor  that  whoever  got  contracts  had  to 
pay  for  them,  and  we  wanted  to  avoid  implicating  him,  as  I  stated 
before. 

Question.  Were  you  an  old  acquaintance  or  a  personal  friend  of 
Mr.  Seaman's  before  you  made  these  contracts  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  all  these  amounts  to  which  you  have  testified  as 
having  loaned  to  Mr.  Seaman  been  repaid  ? 

Answer.  They  have. 

Question.  Have  they  been  paid  in  money  or  by  some  general  ar- 
rangement in  reference  to  this  transaction? 

Answer.  They  have  been  repaid  in  money  or  a  certified  check. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  When  were  they  repaid? 

Answer.  At  different  times. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Before  the  news  of  this  investigation 
had  gone  out  ? 

Answer.  Part  before  and  part  since. 

Question.    What  part  before  and  what  part  since  ? 

Answer.   $200  before  and  the  balance  since. 

Question.  Give  the  date,  if  you  can,  of  the  repayment  of  tbeie 
latter  and  larger  amounts  ? 

Answer.   I  think  they  were  repaid  on  the  29ih  day  of  Janaary. 

Question.    All  at  once  ? 

Answer.    Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Was  that  before  or  since  you  were 
subpoenaed  to  attend  this  committee  ? 

Answer.   Since. 

Question.  Did  you  communicate  the  fact  to  Mr.  Seaman  that  yon 
had  been  subpoenaed  to  attend  this  committee  as  a  witness  ? 

Answer.    I  did  not  previous  to  asking  for  the  money. 

Question.  Did  he  state  to  you  that  he  had  the  information  that 
you  had  been  or  would  be  subpoenaed  ? 

Answer.   He  did  not. 

Question.    How  long  after  this  subpoena  was  served  was  it?  i 

A  nswer.    I  am  not  certain  ;  I  do  not  remember  the  date  wben  I    ^ 
was  subpoenaed  ;  it  may  have  been  the  same  day,  and  it  may  bave   j 
been  two  or  three  days  after.  L 

Question.    Had  you  any  conversation  as  to  this  investigation  aod   ? 
his  indebtedness  with  Mr.  Seaman  before  the  money  was  paid?  |_ 

Answer.   No,  sir  ;  no  conversation. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)   I  will  now  ask  you  whether,  at  the   (^ 
time  Mr.  Seaman  made  this  last  payment,  there  was  any  under-   i 
standing  between  you  that  the  money  was  to  be  repaid  to  him  after   |^ 
this  investigation  had  closed? 

Answer.   No,  sir ;  no  such  understanding  at  all.  j^ 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)   Is  it  your  habit  to  loan  money  to   i 
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basiness  men,  your  acquaintances,  and  allowing  such  loans  to  stand 
for  one,  two,  or  three  years? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  to  habit ;  such  cases  have  occurred ; 
this  is  not  the  only  one. 

Question.  Did  you  take  any  memorandum  or  note  from  Mr. 
Seaman  at  the  time  for  the  loan  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  Is  there  any  other  such  case,  then,  on 
your  books  ;  and  if  so,  please  point  it  out  to  us  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could,  without  taking  the  trouble 
of  going  over  the  whole  books  ;  these  cases  occur  occasionally. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  I  find  that  on  the  9th  of  September, 
1856,  there  is  this  entry :  "  J.  F.  Knapp  for  A.  G.  Seaman,  $1,000." 
Was  your  reason  for  making  this  entry  in  that  form  the  same  as  you 
gave  for  the  other? 

Answer.  Precisely. 

Question  I  find  that  on  the  20th  of  May,  1857,  there  is  this  entry: 
"  J.  F.  Knapp,  |l,350;"  for  whom  was  that  money  intended? 

Answer.  That  was  a  loan  to  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  Why  is  it  that  Mr.  Seaman's  name  does  not  appear  in 
that  connexion? 

Answer.  The  draft  was  made  by  Mr.  Knapp  when  he  was  here  in 
Washington.  He  drew  on  me  for  the  amount  of  $1,350.  At  the  time 
I  made  the  charge  I  did  not  know  the  purpose  it  was  intended  for. 
He  afterwards  explained  that  it  was  a  loan  to  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  What  business  had  Mr.  Knapp  in  the  city  at  that  time? 

Answer.  He  was  here  to  attend  to  the  business  afiairs  of  the  firm  in 
relation  to  the  work  we  were  doing  for  the  government. 

Question  Did  you  about  that  time  make  any  contract  for  work  with 
the  superintendent  of  public  printing  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question.  How  soon  after  that  date  did  you  make  any  contract  for 
public  work? 

Answer.  That  I  could  not  tell. 

Question.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  make  any  contract  with  Mr.  Sea* 
man  for  public  work  between  September,  185»>,  and  June>  1857? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  able  to  say  what  those  contracts  were? 

Answer.  I  am  not  able  to  say  without  an  examination  of  the  books. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  The  first  loan  of  $1,000  was  July  7, 
1856.     When  did  you  ask  a  repayment  of  that  loan  from  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  cannot  give  the  date.  I  simply  state  that  I  did  ask  him 
to  return  it. 

Question.  Can  you  state  about  what  time  the  request  was  made  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  give  you  any  idea  of  the  time  at  all. 

Question.  Was  it  recently  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  when  I  first  asked  him. 

Question.  Have  you  made  application  for  the  loans  subsequent  to 
that  one  of  July,  1856? 

Answer.  I  have,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  about  what  time  you  made  this  appli- 
cation ;  was  it  recently  ? 
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Answer.  It  was  at  the  date  I  gave  you  before.  I  did  not  apply 
previously.     That  was  for  the  subsequent  amount. 

Question.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say  that  as  to  the  first  loan  of 
$1,000,  in  July,  1856,  you  did  make  application  prior  to  the  appli- 
cation made  since  you  were  subpoenaed  as  a  witness  in  this  case ;  bat  as 
to  the  loan  of  $1,350,  and  the  loan  of  $1,000,  in  September,  1856, 
and  May,  1857,  you  never  made  any  application  for  repayment  until 
alter  the  service  of  the  subpoena  upon  you  as  a  witness  in  this  case? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not. 

Question.  Now  then  be  good  enough  to  tell  the  committee  why  it  was 
that  you  did  not  make  any  such  application  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  particular  reason. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  it  is  your  habit  as  a 
business  man  to  make  loans  of  money  and  allow  them  to  stand  for  one 
or  two  years  without  demanding  payment? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  that  is  not  my  habit  ? 

Question.  Are  you  accustomed  to  make  loans  under  such  circum- 
stances ? 

Answer.  I  am  not. 

Question.  Why  did  Mr.  Seaman's  case  constitute  an  exception  to 
your  usual  habit  ? 

Answer.  Merely  because  I  was  disposed  to  accommodate  bimbj 
these  loans. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  I  suppose  then  this  disposition  to  ac- 
commodate had  some  reference  to  the  facility  with  which  you  might 
get  contracts  in  the  future,  was  it  not  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  desire  in  that  way  at  all. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  induced  a  particular  excep- 
tion and  what  object  had  you  ? 

Answer.  My  motive  was  simply  to  accommodate  him. 

Question.  Did  you  expect  to  get  accommodations  in  return  from 
him? 

Answer.  I  had  no  expectation  about  it. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Did  you  have  it  in  contemplation  to 
call  upon  him  for  this  money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Why  did  you  call  upon  him  at  the 
particular  time  you  did  for  this  money  ? 

Answer.  So  that  I  could  show  in  this  examination  that  the  monej 
had  been  paid  back. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Did  you  charge  Mr.  Seaman  aoy  interest 
for  the  use  of  this  money  at  this  time  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  pass  you  any  note  or  collateral  security  for  the 
money  ? 

Answer.  No,  «ir. 

Question.  Did  he  call  upon  you  in  New  York  in  reference  to  thi« 
last  repayment  of  this  loan  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  called  upon  him. 

Question.  What  did  you  say  to  him  ? 


TESTIMONY.  85 

Answer.  That  I  loaned  him  sach  an  amoant  of  money  and  that 
I  desired  him  to  repay  it. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  Did  not  you  also  state  to  him,  at  the 
time  you  called  upon  him  for  this  money,  that  you  had  been  subpoenaed 
to  attend  as  a  witness  in  this  case  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Did  you  say  anything  in  relation  to  your  having  been 
subpoenaed  ? 

Answer.  I  may  have  done  so  after  having  got  the  money. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.^  Can  you  tell  us,  from  your  books,  the 
various  amounts  you  have  received  from  the  superintendent,  or  from 
the  treasury,  under  his  certificates,  for  work  done  for  the  government 
during  his  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  believe  I  can. 

Question.  Please  state  the  amounts  and  the  dates  of  the  items. 

Answer.  I  received  amounts  as  follows  : 

September  18, 1855 $1,547  16 

October  23,  1855,  (House) 1,097  27 

October  23, 1855,  (Senate) 2,003  76 

January  30,  1856 3,763  26 

February  12,  1856 4,174  25 

July  18, 1856 222  63 

March  21,  1856 3,000  00 

April  26,  1856 4,840  00 

July  18, 1856 411  26 

February  18, 1857 5,000  00 

February  28, 1857 3,000  00 

May  7,  1857 8,301  00 

May  19,  1857 4,492  80 

August  4,  1857 829  44 

September  3,  1857 3,596  44 

October  17,  1857 9;815  72 

November  3,  1857 8,361  60 

November  20, 1857 9,496  00 

January  16,  1858 2,031  18 

May  25,  1858 5,088  80 

June  17, 1858 426  90 

October  14,  1858 1,992  50 

December  24,  1856 6,345  00 

January  30,  1858 4,608  00 

April  8,  1858 4,513  60 

March  19,  1858 30,329  89 

July  19,  1858 6,652  64 

I  believe  the  aggregate  amount  is  $129,008  38.  I  have  gone  over 
it  hastily  and  am  not  certain  that  the  aggregate  amount  I  have  stated 
is  correct. 

Question.  I  see  in  the  report  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Print- 
ing two  items  charged  against  Richard  Major ;  were  those  amounts 
received  by  you  ? 
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Answer.  The  two  items,  one  for  engraving  on  wood,  $520,  and  the 
other  for  engraving  on  wood  the  Mechanical  Patent  Office  Report,  are 
included  in  the  amoant  I  have  just  stated. 

Question.  Does  that  embrace  all  the  certificates  you  have  received 
from  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  for  the  period  specified? 

Answer.  It  does. 

Question.  Have  you  received  the  whole  amount  of  $129,008  38, 
made  up  by  yourself,  from  the  government  in  cash  ? 

Answer.  All  except  $2,676. 

Question.  Where  did  that  amount  go? 

Answer.  It  is  now  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Wendell,  and  is  the  same 
item  referred  to  in  my  examination  last  night. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  I  desire  you  to  indicate  to  the  committee 
the  entries  of  transactions  of  money  between  yourself  and  Mr.  Seaman 
other  than  those  to  which  you  have  already  called  our  attention? 

Answer.  There  are  no  other  entries  that  I  am  aware  of  at  all. 

Question.  Are  there  no  other  entries  at  all  of  money  transactions 
between  yourself  and  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  None  that  I  am  aware  of,  except  those  I  have  drawn 
the  attention  of  the  committee  to.  I  supposed  there  was  an  entry  of 
the  $200  which  I  stated  I  had  loaned  to  Mr.  Seaman,  but  I  do  not 
find  it. 

Question.  Is  the  amount  you  received  of  him  a  day  or  two  since 
credited  in  that  book  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Will  you  look  at  your  book  under  date  of  April  8,  1857, 
and  see  whether  there  is  not  a  money  entry  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  there  is  an  entry  of  $394  97  to  him  for  expressage. 
I  had  no  recollection  of  it  at  the  time  I  stated  that  there  were  no  other 
entries 

Question.  Do  you  think  there  are  no  others? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  I  noticed  that  the  other  day  when  I  was 
going  over  my  book,  but  as  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  this  case  I  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  bring  it  in,  and  it  had  escaped  my  recollection. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  For  what  expressage  was  that  amount 
paid? 

Answer.  It  was  for  expressage  on  boxes  forwarded  here  by  us,  and 
not  prepaid  in  New  York.  As  I  understood,  they  were  paid  by  the 
office  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  and  charged  to  us. 

Question.  Did  he  furnish  a  bill  of  the  account  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  In  the  name  of  Mr.  Seaman  or  in  the  name  of  the  Super- 
intendent ? 

Answer.  I  think  in  his  favor  personally. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Do  you  keep  a  profit  and  loss  account  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  this  book  the  only  one  of  original  entries  showing 
your  cash  transactions  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  keep  a  bank  book  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  Do  you  keep  any  check  books  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  other  books  have  you  brought  ? 

Answer.  None  other. 

Question.  Is  there  any  other  place  in  which  these  items  of  money 
loaned  to  Mr.  Seaman  appear  ? 

Answer.  No  other. 

Question.  Is  there  any  book  in  which  their  repayment  is  credited  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  in  this  book. 

Question.  I  find  in  this  book,  under  date  of  January  29,  1857,  a 
credit  to  A.  Q-.  Seaman  of  $1,350  ;  is  that  the  only  amount  you  have 
received  from  him  in  repayment  of  these  loans  ? 

Answer.  That  entry  should  have  been  $3,350.  It  is  an  error  in 
the  entry.     $3,350  was  the  amount  received  at  that  time. 

Question.  By  whom  was  this  entry  made  ? 

Answer.  By  myself. 

Question.  You  say  it  was  by  mistake  that  you  entered  it  $1,350  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  the  money  paid  to  you  by  checks  or  in  notes  ? 

Answer.  By  a  certified  check. 

Question.  Was  that  check  for  $3,350  or  $1,350  ? 

Answer.  For  $3,350. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Whose  check  was  it? 

Answer.  It  was  drawn,  I  think,  by  Anson  G.  Herrick. 

Question.  On  what  bank  ? 

Answer.  On  the  Artisans'  Bank,  New  York. 

Friday  Morning,  February  4,  1859. 
KiCHARD  Major  recalled. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  You  have  stated  to  the  committee  that 
Mr.  Seaman  repaid  you  in  New  York  on  the  21>th  of  January,  1859, 
the  amount  of  your  previous  loans  to  him,  say  $3,350,  and  the  entry 
in  your  cash  book  of  that  date  being  only  for  $1,350,  which  entry 
you  state  was  made  by  yourself,  and  that  you  received  the  money  from 
Mr.  Seaman,  I  wish  you  to  state  precisely  in  what  way  Mr.  Seaman 
paid  you  the  $3,350? 

Answer.  He  paid  me  in  a  certified  check. 

Question.  In  one  check  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  upon  the  Artisans'  Bank. 

Question.  Did  you  draw  the  money  on  that  check  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  became  of  it  ? 

Answer.  I  deposited  it  in  our  bank. 

Question.  Was  it  passed  to  your  credit  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Having  received  the  check  yourself  for  the  whole  amount 
of  $3,350, 1  ask  you  again  to  explain  how  it  was  that  you  should  have 
entered  only  $1,350  of  that  amount  ? 

Answer.  It  was  an  error  in  the  entry  as  it  might  be  in  any  other 
case.     It  was  by  mistake  and  not  by  intention. 
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Question.  Are  you  in  the  habit  of  balancing  this  casjfi  book  every 
month  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  balanced  your  cash  account  for  January  upon 
this  book  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Why,  if  it  is  your  habit  to  balance  your  cash  book  every 
month,  did  you  not  balance  this  account  of  January? 

Answer.  I  left  New  York  on  the  1st  day  of  February,  and  the  day 
before  I  was  very  busy  arranging  matters  so  that  I  might  leave. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode  )     Have  you  a  partner  in  business? 

Answer.     Yes,  sir,  two  partners. 

Question.  Would  not  that  entry  be  calculated  to  keep  from  your 
partners  the  |2,000? 

Answer  No,  sir.  Upon  balancing  the  books  it  would  be  found 
out  that  it  was  a  mistake,  and,  not  balancing,  the  books  could  be  rec- 
tified. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  What  is  the  name  of  the  cashier  of 
the  Artisans'  Bank  ? 

Answer.     R.  A.  Tooker. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Was  the  check  drawn  on  the  Artiaans' 
Bank? 

Answer.     Yes,  sir. 

Question.     In  what  bank  did  you  deposit  the  check? 

Answer.     The  Nassau  Bank. 

Question.     Who  is  the  cashier  of  that  bank? 

Answer.     F.  A.  or  F.  M.  Harris. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  made  any  further  examina- 
tion of  your  cash  book  since  your  examination  yesterday? 

Answer.     No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Was  this  check  by  which  the  |3,350 
was  paid  antedated,  or  did  it  bear  date  on  the  29th  of  January;  or, 
in  other  words,  when  was  it  payable  ? 

Answer.     It  was  dated  the  same  day  it  was  given  to  me. 

Question.     Then  it  bore  date  on  the  29th  of  January? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  it  bore  date  on  that  day,  but  it  bore 
date  upon  the  day  it  was  given  to  me.  I  did  not  make  the  entry  on 
the  same  day. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Is  it,  or  is  it  not,  understood  between 
you  and  Mr.  Seaman  that  after  this  investigation  is  gone  through  with 
you  are  to  refund  that  money  or  any  portion  of  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  I  ask  you  if  at  the  time  this  payment 
was  made,  or  this  arrangement  was  made,  which  you  term  a  payment, 
whether  some  arrangement  was  not  made  by  which  the  $2,000  was 
passed  back  to  some  one  else,  or  in  some  way  disposed  ot  for  the 
benefit  of  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  arrangement  to  that  eflfect. 

Question.  What  conversation,  if  any — and  we  are  satisfied  there 
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has  been  some — has  Mr.  Seaman  had  with  you,  before  or  since  your 
arrival  in  this  city,  as  to  what  you  should  or  should  not  testify  about? 

Answer.  He  has  had  no  conversation  whatever  with  me  upon  that 
point. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  consultation  with  him  as  to  the 
propriety  of  answering  the  questions  which  you  first  declined  to 
answer  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  consultation. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Did  not  he  advise  you  not  to  answer 
in  regard  to  the  loans  of  money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Wendell  upon 
that  subject  since  your  arrival  here  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  Did  he  advise  you  not  to  testify  in  regard  to  the  loaning 
of  money  or  other  matters  connected  with  this  investigation  ? 

Answer.  He  did. 

Question.  State  what  Mr.  Wendell  said. 

Answer.  The  only  point  on  which  I  recollect  that  he  advised  me, 
was  that  I  should  not  answer  whether  I  had  loaned  Mr.  iSeaman 
money. 

Question.  Did  he  state  what  he  had  in  view  in  doing  so  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  lend  any  money  to  Mr.  Seaman's  partner,  Mr. 
Anson  J.  Herrick,  about  the  time  you  left  New  York  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  loaned  any  money  within  the  last  thirty  days 
to  Mr.  Herrick  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  have  never  loaned  him  any  money. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  had  an  agent  in  New 
York  who  was  iil  the  habit  of  going  to  engravers,  lithographers,  or 
other  persons  in  that  branch  of  business  for  the  purpose  of  contracting 
work  for  Mr.  Seaman  or  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Ackerman,  of  New  York? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  is  his  business  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  he  pretends  to  be  a  lithographer. 

Question.  Is  he  professionally  a  lithographer  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  o*'. 

Question.  How  long  has  he  been  in  business? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Is  his  an  old  house? 

Answer.  I  have  known  him  to  be  in  business  for  ten  years. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Ackerman  has  acted  as  Mr. 
Seaman's  agent  in  New  York  for  letting  contracts? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  John  Casson,  of  the  city  of  Philadel- 
phia? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  What  is  his  business? 

Answer.  He  carries  on  the  business  of  lithographing. 

Question.  Is  he  a  colorist? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  I  know  he  carries  on  the  business  of  a  litho- 
grapher. I  rather  think  he  has  an  establishment  and  carries  on  both 
branches. 

Question.  Would  you  have  called  upon  Mr.  Seaman  for  that  money 
at  the  particular  time  you  did  call,  if  the  subpoena  to  appear  as  a 
witness  here  had  not  been  served  upon  you  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  I  should  at  that  particular  time. 

Question.   Was  it  your  intention  to  call  soon  for  that  money? 

Answer.  I  had  no  immediate  intention  of  doing  so. 

Question.  I  understood  you  to  say  yesterday  that  you  had  taken  no 
note  for  it ;  and  you  stated  that  you  had  charged  him  no  interest.  Now 
state  whether  it  is  customary  with  business  men  in  the  city  of  New 
York  to  loan  money  without  memorandum,  and  without  charging 
interest  where  it  has  stood  for  two  or  three  years  upon  their  books  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  what  the  custom  is.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
there  have  been  cases  of  that  kind. 

Question,  Tby  Mr.  Harris  )  I  do  not  find,  upon  the  examination  of 
this  cash  book,  that  there  are  any  entries  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Seaman 
except  those  to  which  you  have  testified  directly,  and  which  have  been 
brought  out  upon  the  examination.  Is  there  any  entry  upon  that  book 
with  which  Mr.  Seaman  is  connected,  and  which  is  made  in  any  other 
name? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  State  whether  tiere  is  any  other 
matter  within  your  knowledge  touching  the  accounts  or  the  official 
conduct  of  Mr.  Seaman  as  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  which 
you  have  not  already  disclosed  and  which  it  is  important  for  this 
committee  to  know  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  that  I  can  recollect. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  of  any  other  contractor 
to  do  work  for  the  government  who  has  loaned  Mr.  Seamen  money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  has  received,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  any  amountof  money  from  any  contractors  with 
the  government,  either  lithographers,  engravers,  binders,  furnisher* 
of  paper,  or  of  any  other  material  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Thomas  S.  Wagnbr  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  A  lithographer. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  any  work  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Under  whose  superintendency? 

Answer.  Under  that  of  Mr.  Seaman. 
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Question.  What  business  have  you  done  for  the  government  under 
his  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  That  is  rather  a  difficult  question  for  me  to  answer.  I 
have  done  cousiderable  work.  It  may  perhaps  be  proper  for  me  to 
say  that  some  time  ago  our  establishment  was  burned  down,  together 
with  all  we  had  in  it — books  and  everything  else.  Consequently  I 
have  no  books  with  me. 

Question.  Can  you  give  us  an  idea  of  the  amount  of  the  work  you 
have  done  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  really  cannot.  If  the  committee  could  go  over  the  arti- 
cles of  work  which  I  have  done,  I  might  quite  likely  recoil ict  some- 
thing about  the  amount  of  work. 

Question.  I  perceive  that  you  did  a  certain  amount  of  work  on  Lieut. 
Herndon's  report.     Do  you  recollect  how  much? 

Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question.  The  superintendent's  books  credit  you  with  work  to  the 
amount  of  $4,125.     Is  that  about  the  sum  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  You  are  also  credited  with  some  work  on  Lynch's  Expe- 
dition to  the  Dead  Sea,  to  the  amount  of  |1, 780.  Did  you  do  any 
work  upon  that  report? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

Question.  I  perceive  you  are  credited  for  doing  work  for  the  Agri- 
cultural Report  of  the  Patent  Office  for  the  1st  session  of  the  33d  Con- 
gress.    Did  you  do  any  work  upon  that  report? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  You  are  credited  with  |9,253.     Is  that  about  the  sum  ? 

Answer.  I  thought  it  was  more  than  that. 

Question.  You  are  credited  with  work  upon  the  report  of  the  Japan 
Expedition.     Did  you  do  any  work  upon  that  report? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  work  was  it  ? 

Answer.  Maps. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  other  work  upon  that  report  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  credited,  for  engraving  maps  for  the 
President's  message  and  accompanying  documents  for  the  second 
session  of  the  thirty-third  Congress,  |2,469  71.  You  are  also  cred- 
ited for  lithographing  for  the  report  of  the  Japan  Expedition  to  the 
amount  of  $4,237  05. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  of  receiving  certificates  from  the  superin- 
tendent for  any  other  work  on  that  Japan  report  except  for  maps  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  You  are  credited  for  doing  some  lithographic  work  for  the 
Coast  Survey  Report  for  that  same  year.  Did  you  do  any  work  upon 
that  report  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did. 
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Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Tou  are  credited  with  work  to  the  amount  of  $2,350  70. 
Is  that  ahout  the  amount  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Have  you  done  any  work  on  the  Pacific  Railroad  Survey 
report  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  the  amount? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  credited  here  on  the  books,  at  one  place, 
for  lithographing  for  that  work,  $3,962  88.  You  are  credited  at 
another  place,  for  transfer  printing,  $4,147  20l 

Witness.  I  think  we  did  nothing  but  transfer  printing  for  that 
work.     The  copperplates  were  furnished  to  us. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  lithographing? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  remember. 

The  Chairman.  Yon  are  credited  for  lithographing  $3,962  88, 
and  for  transfer  printing  $4,147  20, 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  work  upon  the  agricultural  part  of  the 
Patent  Office  report  for  1855  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  what  it  was  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  You  are  credited  for  $10,576  worth  of  work  upon  that 
report;  was  that  about  the  amount? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  work  upon  the  maps  accompanying  the 
President's  message  to  the  3d  session  of  the  34th  Congress? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  You  are  credited  here  with  work  upon  those  maps  to  the 
amount  of  $l,d50  75.  Did  you  do  any  work  upon  Professor  Espy's 
report  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount? 

Answer.  1  think  it  was  about  $4,000. 

Question.  You  are  credited  here  with  work  upon  that  report  to  the 
amount  of  $2,080.  Did  you  do  any  work  upon  the  agricultural 
part  of  the  Patent  Office  report  for  1856  ? 

Answer.  1  believe  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  how  much? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  You  are  credited  with  $10,576  50;  was  that  about  the 
amount? 

Answer.  I  judge  that  to  be  correct. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  work  upon  the  maps  accompanying  the 
President's  message  to  the  1st  session  of  the  35th  Congress? 

Answer.  1  believe  we  did,  but  I  do  not  recollect  the  amount. 

Question.  You  are  credited  with  $576  50;  is  that  about  the  amount  ? 
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Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Quf^stion.  Do  you  recollect  of  doing  any  other  work  for  the  govern- 
ment under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  call  to  mind  anything  else. 

Question.  What  does  transfer  printing  mean? 

Answer.  It  is  where  the  plates  are  first  engraved  on  copper,  and  are 
then  transferred  to  stone,  and  the  printing  is  then  done  directly  from 
the  stone. 

Question.  What  is  the  distinction  between  lithographic  and  trans- 
fer printing  ? 

Answer.  Lithographic  printing  is  where  the  work  is  originally  pre- 
pared upon  stone;  but  in  transfer  printing,  the  work  is  first  executed 
upon  copper  plates,  and  then  it  is  transferred  to  stone. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Is  **  transfer  printing"  ihe  technical 
name  for  what  you  do  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Would  'lithographing"  be  understood  as  technically 
expressing  "transfer  printing?" 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  They  are  two  distinct  things  ? 

Answer.  80  I  understand  it. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman  )  Did  you  do  any  work  upon  the  agri- 
cultural part  of  the  Patent  OfiSce  report  of  1856  ? 

Answer.  Yfe  have  done  work  for  the  agricultural  reports  ever  since 
Mr.  Seaman  has  been  in  office,  for  each  successive  report. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  credited  with  |6,114  for  work  on  that 
report. 

Witness.  I  have  no  distinct  recollection  of  the  amount. 

Question.  In  your  answer  respecting  your  work  upon  the  Japan 
Expedition  you  state  that  you  have  no  recollection  of  doing  other 
work  except  that  which  was  performed  upon  maps.  Did  that  work 
amount  to  |4,237  05  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.  I  suppose  it  was  somewhere  about 
that  amount. 

Question.  You  say  you  have  no  recollection  of  doing  any  litho- 
graphing upon  the  Pacific  Railroad  Survey  report? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  How  was  the  work  generally  done? 

Answer.  Most  generally  by  proposals. 

Question.  Proposals  for  yourself? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  this  work  advertised  as  a  general  thing  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  it  was. 

Question.  How  did  you  send  in  your  proposals — to  Mr.  Seaman  or 
to  the  committee  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  to  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  Did  you  understand  that  this  work  was  generally  let  to 
the  lowest  bidder  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  understand  it  in  that  way. 

Question.  What  was  the  general  rulg^in  that  respect? 
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Answer.  I  uDderstand  it  was  the  general  rule  among  competent 
workmen  to  receive  the  lowest  bid. 

Question.  But  that  they  chose  to  judge  between  mechanics  to  whom  it 
would  be  proper  to  let  work  and  those  whom  it  would  not  be  proper 
to  employ  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  this  work  was  let  to  you 
for  a  less  or  a  greater  price  than  had  been  bid  for  it  for  others? 

Answer.  I  have  known  it  to  be  let  for  less  than  I  bid  lor  it,  and 
yel  I  got  a  portion  ot  the  work  ? 

Question.  Did  you  get  it  at  your  bid,  or  did  you  get  it  at  the 
lowest  bid  ? 

Answer.  At  the  lowest  bid. 

Question.  So  that  when  you  and  others  bid  and  a  lower  bid  tban 
yours  was  sent  in,  it  was  accepted,  but  that  a  part  of  that  work  wgs 
given  to  you  alterwards  at  the  amount  specified  in  the  lowest  bid? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir,  at  times,  but  not  at  all  times. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  leason  why  it  was  done? 

Answer.  I  had  never  had  any  cause  to  think  of  the  reason  for  it. 
My  impression  was  that  the  work  was  so  large  in  cases  of  that  kind 
that  it  had  to  be  divided  among  so  many. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Only  since  he  came  into  office. 

Question.  Did  you  bring  your  bids  personally  or  did  you  employ 
others  to  bring  your  bids  or  to  transact  your  business  in  the  office  of 
the  Superintendent  ot  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  I  generally  brought  them  myself  or  mailed  them  myself. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  connexion  with  any  person  in  the  city 
of  Washington  as  an  agent  or  as  a  party  interested  in  your  business? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  money  to  any  one  in  the  city  of 
Wa8hingt/)n  or  anywhere  else  to  procure  this  work  for  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  a  per  centage  toany  one  either  before 
this  work  had  been  given  to  you  or  afterwards,  for  that  work? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  money  to 
Mr.  Seaman  in  consideration  of  these  contracts  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  any  money  to  Mr.  Seaman  or  to 
any  one  else,  believing  it  to  be  for  the  benefit  ot  Mr.  Seaman,  during 
your  business  connexion  with  that  office? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  o**  has  your  firm,  at  any  time  during  your  busi- 
ness transactions  with  Mr.  Seaman's  office,  been  approached  by  any 
person  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  you  to  pay  any  money  or  other 
valuable  consideration  for  obtaining  work  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  My  recollection  does  not  serve  me  perfectly.  A  gentleman 
did  call  upon  me  once,  but  whether  it  was  during  Mr.  Seaman's  time 
or  not  1  do  not  rr^nnl)p.ct«  1 1  was  some  time  ago.    It  was  so  long  since 
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hat  I  do  not  recollect  the  circumstance  distinctly.     A  party  called 
ipon  me  stating  that  he  could  get  work  in  Washington  for  me — a  par- 
icular  job,  which  I  do  not  recollect — and  he  wished  me  to  employ  him 
0  get  it  for  me.     I  declined. 
Question.  Was  that  all  he  stated  to  you? 
Answer.  That  was  all. 

Question.  Did  he  say  in  what  way  he  could  get  the  work  for  you  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  say  from  whom  he  could  obtain  it? 
Answer.  He  said  he  had  influence  in  Washington,  but  I  declined 
&king  work  in  that  way. 

Question.  Did  he  say  upon  whom  that  influence  was  to  be  exerted? 
Answer    No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  done  any  work  except  that  which  has  been 
poken  of  in  connexion  with  Mr.  Seaman's  department? 
Answer.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Question.  The  work  in  connexion  with  which  this  proposition  was 
lade  was  work  under  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 
Answer.  I  presume  it  was. 

Question.  Under  what  other  superintendent,  besides  Mr.  Seaman, 
ave  you  ever  done  work  for  that  office  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  of  having  done  any  work  under  any 
aperintendent  before  Mr.  Seaman,  but  my  recollection  is  that  the 
iroposition  I  refer  to  was  made  to  me  before  the  superintendency  of 
(r.  Seaman. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Was  that  proposition  made  after  the 
organization  of  the  bureau  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 
Answer.  I  think  it  was  before.    It  was  so  long  ago  that  I  do  not 
recollect,  but  I  think  it  was  before  the  organization  of  the  office. 
Question.  How  many  years  ago  do  you  think  it  was? 
Answer.  Somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  six  years,  more  or  less. 
Question,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  Who  made  that  proposition  to  you? 
Answer.  Charles  Carrigan,  of  Philadelphia. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Has  any  person  ever  approached  you 
since  you  were  summoned  to  appear  here,  as  to  how  you  were  to  swear 
before  this  committee  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  Did  not  Mr.  Seaman  talk  with  you 
about  it  this  morning? 

Answer.  He  talked  with  me  a  little  about  the  general  matter  of  the 
nvestigation. 
Question.  Did  not  he  allude  to  what  your  testimony  would  be? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Have  you  disclosed  every  fact  within 
^our  knowledge  that  you  deem  important  for  this  committee  to  know  ? 
Answer.  There  is  one  thing  which  comes  to  my  mind  at  this  instant, 
^hich  I  had  forgotten.     We  did  some  work,  botanical  charts,  I  be- 
ieve,  for  the  Pacific  Bailroad  report,  and  that  constitutes  the  charge 
^hich  I  did  not  remember. 
Question.  Were  they  lithographed  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir,  and  we  did  them  out  and  out. 
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P.  S,  Duval  sworn: 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  That  of  a  lithographer. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  any  work  for  the  government  under 
Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  of  the  public  printing  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  has  that  work  been  secured  by  you  ;  by  bids  from 
advertisements  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  taken  any  work  that  was  not  advertised 
for? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  did  some  plates  for  the  Pacific  Railroad  report 
which  had  not  been  advertised,  or  at  least  I  had  not  seen  any  adver- 
tisement  for  it.  I  had  a  standing  proposal  for  the  work,  and  I 
received  the  work  under  that  proposal  without  any  advertisement 
having  been  sent  me. 

Question.  How  did  you  receive  the  contract ;  was  it  sent  to  you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  By  whom  ? 

Answer.  By  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  What  work  was  that? 

Answer.  It  was  transfer  printing  of  plates  for  the  Pacific  Railroad 
report. 

Question.  You  had  made  no  special  estimate  for  that  work? 

Answer.  I  had  estimated  for  it,  but  not  in  answer  to  advertisement, 
I  had  seen  the  plates  in  the  office,  and  made  a  proposal  for  the  work, 
which  was  accepted. 

Question.  At  what  price  did  you  do  that  work? 

Answer.  We  printed  the  transfers  for  62  cents  per  hundred  copies. 

Question.  What  is  the  gross  amount  of  your  contracts  for  govern- 
ment work  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  answer  definitely  without  making  the  compn- 
tation  from  my  books  ;  I  suppose  twenty- five  or  thirty  thousand  dollars 
for  the  House  and  the  Senate. 

Question.  Does  that  amount  embrace  all  the  work  your  firm  has 
done? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  we  did  more,  but  our  books  were  destroyed  by  fire. 
This  book  commenced  in  January,  1857. 

Question.  Have  you  no  account  of  work  previous  to  that? 

Answer.  We  have  done  work  for  the  government  ever  since  we 
have  been  in  business,  hut,  as  I  said,  our  books  for  work  previous  io 
that  have  all  been  destroyed. 

Question.  Then  you  cannot  state  what  has  been  the  amouot  of  your 
contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  see  by  reference  to  the  report  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing  that  we  have  done  work  to  the  amount  of  $86,145  45 
during  Mr.  Seamen's  superintendency. 
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Question.  A  part  of  that,  however,  was  for  work  done  before 
January,  ISST  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  Japan  Expedition  plates  and  many  other 
works  were  destroyed  by  fire  . 

Question.  Did  ^ou  secure  these  works  through  agents  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  since  Mr.  Seaman  has  been  in  oflSce. 

Question.  Did  you  send  your  bids  or  proposals  generally  direct  to 
Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  did  you  send  them? 

Answer.  Direct  to  Mr.  Seaman,  when  they  were  sent  from  Phila- 
delphia. When  I  was  in  Washington  I  came  to  the  office,  examined 
the  work,  and  made  proposals  for  it,  leaving  them  with  Mr.  Towers 
sometimes.  From  Philadelphia  I  sent  the  proposal  generally  by 
mail,  directed  to  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing. 

Question.  Then  you  never  employed  an  agent  in  Washington  to 
secure  this  work  for  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  a  per  centage  in  Washington  or  in 
any  other  place  to  secure  this  work  for  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  been  approached  by  any  one  to  secure 
this  work  for  you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Will  you  state  when,  and  by  whom? 

Answer.  When  I  have  been  in  Washington  persons  have  told  me 
that  if  any  service  were  needed  they  thought  they  could  have  influ- 
ence in  securing  work  for  me,  and  that  if  I  desired  they  would  use 
their  influence  for  me.  I  told  them  no  ;  that  if  I  could  not  get  work 
on  the  merit  of  my  claim  I  would  not  get  it  at  all. 

Question.  Who  were  these  parties? 

Answer.  Peter  Gorman  has  sometimes  offered  to  help  me. 

Question.  Did  he  propose  to  do  it  for  a  per  centage? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  did  not  mention  any  per  centage.  He  said  he 
thought  he  c6u\d  be  of  service  to  me.  It  may  have  been  merely  an 
act  of  kindness  on  his  part. 

Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  It  was  as  far  back  as  when  the  publication  of  the  Pacific 
Railroad  report  was  proposed. 

Question.  Did  any  person  else  ever  approach  you  on  the  subject? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  any  sum  or  sums  of  money  to  Mr. 
Seaman,  or  to  any  other  person,  believing  it  to  be  for  Mr.  Seaman's 
benefit,  during  the  time  that  you  have  been  engaged  in  the  perform- 
ance of  any  work  for  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Has  Mr.  Seaman  ever  asked  you  for  the  loan  of  any 
money? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.   Have  you  always  received  from  Mr.  Seaman  certificateg 

1  s 
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for  the  full  amouDtfl  of  your  account  as  rendered  to  the  oflBce  of  the 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  received  the  full  amount  of  those  certificates 
from  the  government? 

Answer.  I  consider  that  I  have  received  the  full  amount ;  but  1 
will  explain.  Very  often  when  I  have  been  here  to  collect  the  pay  for 
work  done,  the  appropriation  would  be  exhausted  ;  we  were  too  poor  to 
wait  until  the  funds  would  reach  us  from  the  government  in  the  regu- 
lar way,  and  I  have  borrowed  money  on  my  claim;  sometimes  from 
Suter,  Lea  &  Co.,  and  sometimes  Mr.  Gideon  would  do  it  for  me.  I 
transferred  my  claim  to  them,  and  when  the  claim  was  paid  they  paid 
me  the  balance,  charging  me  interest  on  the  money.  With  that  ex- 
ception, I  received  the  fuU  amount. 

Question.  Who  did  1  understand  you  these  accommodations  came 
from  ? 

Answer.  Generally  from  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.;  sometimes  from  Mr. 
Gideon,  but  he  never  charged  me  any  per  centage ;  he  always  paid  me 
the  full  amount. 

Question.    Who  introduced  you  to  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  1  think  I  was  in  Washington  inquiring  where  I  could  ob- 
tain such  advances  of  money,  and  a  friend  of  mine  in  the  Senate,  Mr. 
Fitzpatrick,  told  me  that  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.  would  probably  accommo- 
date me.  He  said  that  they  were  very  clever  gentlemen,  that  he  would 
introduce  me  to  them  if^I  wished,  but  that  I  could  probably  accomplish 
what  I  wished  by  going  directly  to  them.  I  think  Mr.  Glossbreuner, 
the  sergeant-at-arms  of  the  House,  once  made  an  advance  for  me. 

Question.  Do  }  our  books  show  your  accounts  as  made  up  against 
the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  as  far  as  they  can  show  them,  they  are  posted  np; 
every  contract  is  described  in  them,  and  the  amount  of  money  received 
is  stated. 

Question.    Did  Mr.  Gorman  say  who  he  could  have  influence  with? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  about  this  matter  since 
you  have  been  in  the  city?  | 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  we  have  talked  the  matter  over  amongst  oor-  { 
selves  here  ;  of  course  it  was  the  subject  of  conversation  sometimes.      | . 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  suggest  to  you  any  coarse  of  answersin    | 
your  examination  ?  ^; 

Answer.  No,  sir.  |_, 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Do  you  know  of  any  other  matter  con-  j^ 
nected  with  the  execution  of  work  under  the  Superintendent  of  Public  : 
Printing  which  you  think  the  committee  ought  to  know?  | 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not.  |^ 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  SeamsD  |^ 
receiving  compensation  from  any  other  contractor,  or  of  his  borrowing  ; 
money  from  any  other  contractor,  while  he  was  engaged  in  the  office  i  _ 
of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  A  friend  of  mine  told  me  that  he  had  borrowed  money  ^^ 
from  Sarony,  Major  &  Co.  _, 
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Question.  What  was  that  friend's  name? 

Answer.  It  was  another  lithographer  in  New  York;  I  don't  re- 
member the  name.     It  may  have  been  Mr.  Ackerman,  or  Mr.  Line. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  his  borrowing  any  money  or  re- 
ceiving any  consideration  for  work  given  to  Mr.  St.  Clair? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Wm.  Henry  Van  Ingen  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  That  of  an  engraver  on  wood. 

Question.  Have  you  done  any  work  for  the  government  under  Mr. 
Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  do  business  alone  or  have  you  a  firm  ? 

Answer.  The  firm  is  Van  Ingen  &  Snyder. 

Question.  What  was  the  first  work  done  by  you  under  Mr.  Seaman's 
superintendency  ? 

Answer.  By  referring  to  my  books  I  find  that  I  received  an  order 
on  the  4th  ot  October,  1855.  My  order  book  says:  *^Four  draw- 
ings for  the  United  States  government,  $180."  There  is  nothing 
here  to  indicate  what  work  they  were  for,  though  my  impression  is 
that  they  were  for  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report. 

Question.    What  is  you  next  contract  ? 

Answer.  The  next  order  on  the  book  is  May  24,  1856,  for  22  pages 
of  machinery.  It  may  be  for  more,  and  it  may  be  for  a  little  less. 
These,  I  think,  were  for  the  Mechanical  Patent  Office  Report,  and 
the  amount  stated  is  |660.  The  next  order  I  find  is  dated  Julv  20, 
1856  :  insects  lor  the  Agricultural  Report  of  the  Patent  Office,  |l75. 
This  is  the  order  ;  we  however  received  pay  for  only  such  copies  as 
went  in  the  book,  and  not  for  all  we  executeil.  The  way  it  happened 
was  this:  I  sent  the  engravings  to  Mr.  Seaman,  but  D.  J.  Browne, 
of  the  Patent  Office^  did  not  put  them  all  in  tbe  book,  and  conse- 
quently I  received  pay  for  only  such  as  went  in  the  report.  The 
order  says  *' insects."  The  engravings  may  have  included  some 
other  little  things.     I  am  not  sure  that  they  were  all  insects. 

The  next  order  is  on  November  ly,  1856.  This  is  for  the  mechan- 
ical part  of  the  Patent  Office  Report,  and  the  amount  put  down  is 
|7,085. 

Question.    Does  that  embrace  the  whole  account? 

Answer.  It  says,  *' machinery,  280  pages,  $5,777."  Thou,  under- 
neath^ in  lead  pencil  marks,  put  in  at  the  time,  is  $1,308.  The 
total  is  then  carried  out,  $7,085. 

Question.    Why  was  this  amount  placed  there  in  separate  items? 

Answer.  I  suppose  the  reason  was  that  one  was  received  on  House 
work,  and  the  other  on  Senate  work. 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  you  received  per  page  for  this 
work  ? 

Answer.  I  really  cannot. 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  was  your  contract  per  page? 

Answer.  I  cannot;  I  have  letters  at  home  which  would  show.     The 
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entry  here  shows  that  the  number  of  pages  was  218,  and  that  the 
entire  amount  was  $7,085. 

Question.  Will  you  please  state  when  that  writing  "machinery'* 
was  plttced  in  your  book? 

Answer.  It  was  placed  there  on  the  19th  of  November,  1858,  to  the 
best  of  my  knowledge,  by  my  partner. 

Question.  Will  you  please  state  how  the  entry  appears  on  yonr 
book,  the  color  of  the  ink  and  pencil  marks  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  the  words  "Machinery, 
United  States  Patent  Office,"  were  written  at  one  time,  on  the  19th 
of  November,  1856.  When  we  ascertained  from  Mr.  Seaman  the 
number  of  pages  we  had  executed,  we  put  down  "  218  pages,  at 
$5,777." 

Question.  Does  that  appear  in  different  ink  from  the  previous  entry? 

Answer.  It  does. 

Question.  Now  explain  the  figures  put  in  pencil  mark? 

Answer.  As  fast  as  we  received  the  work  from  Mr.  Seaman  we 
placed  opposite  the  word  *'  machinery  "  the  number  of  pages,  accord- 
ing to  our  measurement,  which  we  had  received.  After  we  had  as- 
certained from  the  Superintendent's  office  what  we  had  executed  ac- 
cording to  the  measurement  there,  we  carried  out  the  amount  in  money. 

Question.  Hence  the  difference  in  ink? 

Answer.  Hence  the  difference  in  ink. 

Question.  Now  explain  why  1 1,308  was  added  in  pencil  mark? 

Answer.  I  really  do  not  remember  anything  about  it. 

Question.  Is  that  sum  necessary  to  make  out  the  fiiU  amount  of 
$7,085? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  explanation  may  have  been  that  when  the 
House  bill  came  the  work  amounted  to  $5,777,  and  the  Senate  bill  to 
$1,308,  which  was  placed  on  the  book  in  pencil  marks,  and  then  the 
full  amount  was  carried  out  $7,085. 

Question.  Were  you  in  the  habit  of  keeping  your  accounts  for  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress  separate  or  all  together  ? 

Answer.  All  together. 

Question.  Were  you  in  the  habit  of  keeping  your  accounts,  or  any 
portion  of  them,  in  pencil? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  the  full  amount,  as  credited  in  your  cash 
book,  of  $7,085? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  of  that  amount  did  you  receive? 

Answer.  I  received  the  full  amount  less  the  drawings  and  the  wood. 

Question.  Yet  you  have  credited  the  full  amount  on  your  cash  book; 
how  do  you  explain  that? 

Answer.  We  have  placed  on  our  books  the  whole  amount  of  the 
work,  including  the  drawings  and  wood;  and  the  discrepancy  which 
appears  on  our  books,  and  that  charged  to  us  in  General  Bowman's 
report,  is  the  sum  deducted  and  paid  to  Gritzner  &  Wemmer,  for  the 
drawings  and  wood. 

Question.  Have  you  charged  Gritzner  &  Wemmer  anywhere  on 
your  books  for  drawings  and  wood? 
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Answ^er.  I  do  not  think  we  have. 

Question.  Does  your  cash  account  show  a  balance  due  them  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of;  these  books  were  kept  by  my 
partner,  and  I  rarely  even  look  into  them;  I  have  told  you  our 
manner  of  keeping  our  books. 

Question.  Was  there  any  deduction  made  from  this  amount  of 
$7,085  in  the  Superintendent's  office? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  amount  did  your  certificate  cover? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  Was  it  17,085  or  $5,777? 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  it  was  the  last  amount.  I  find,  by 
estimating  the  amount  paid  in  the  Superintendent's  office  for  draw- 
ings and  wood  on  the  number  of  copies  which  we  executed,  that  it 
just  covers  the  amount  of  $1,308.  I  presume  that  is  the  explana- 
tion of  this  amount  being  here,  and  that  the  sum  which  we  received 
for  our  work  was  the  other  amount  of  $5,777,  which  is  the  amount 
charged  to  us  in  the  report  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  electrotyping  for  the  Mechanical  Patent 
Office  Report  of  1856? 

Answer.  We  did  some  electrotyping  for  that  work.  I  find  here  an 
order,  dated  July  7,  1857,  for  electrotyping,  to  the  amount  of  $480. 
I  do  not  know  how  much  work  was  done.  That  is  the  entry  of  the 
order. 

Question.  Was  that  for  the  mechanical  or  agricultural  part  of  the 
J^atent  Office  Report? 

Answer.  The  mechanical. 

Question.  Have  you  any  other  sum  charged  for  electrotyping? 

Answer.  I  do  not  find  any  other  order  of  any  amount. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  other  work  for  the  government? 

Answer.  The  next  order  I  find  is  dated  January  15,  1857. 

Question.  What  is  that? 

Answer.  It  says  '^Birds  and  Animals,  $1,088;"  the  word '^animals'* 
has  a  lead  pencil  mark  running  through  it. 

Question.   What  is  that  for  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  for  the  Agricultural  Report  of  the  Patent 
Office.  Whether  we  had  to  pay  for  the  drawings  out  of  that  or  not, 
I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Will  you  see  when  that  money  was  received,  and  the 
amount  which  you  received? 

Answer.  I  do  not  find  it  here. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  work  on  the  Japan  Expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  engraved  the  treaty,  and  received  $420  for  it. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  electrotyping  for  that  work? 

Answer.  I  am  not  certain.  I  never  did  any  great  amount.  I  may 
have  done  a  little. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  engraving  for  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  find  that  we  received  $281  for  engraving  done 
on  that  work. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  electrotyping  for  that  work? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     I  think  four  pages. 
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Question.  What  do  you  charge  generally  for  electrotyping  a  cut? 

Answer.  There  is  no  regular  price. 

Question.  What  did  you  charge  for  this  electrotyping  to  which  you 
have  just  referred  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  do  it  myself;  I  went  to  Johnson's,  and  he 
charged  me  the  same  price  that  he  charges  every  one  for  the  same 
kind  of  work,  and  was  allowed  ten  per  cent,  by  him. 

Question.  How  did  you  get  these  contracts  generally  ?  Were  they 
advertised,  or  did  you  get  them  by  submitting  proposals  without  ad- 
vertisement ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  submitted  bids,  one  or  more.  I  do  not 
know  how  many. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  get  any  work  from  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing  without  offering  bids  under  advertisement? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  work  did  you  get  in  that  way? 

Answer.  I  got  nearly  the  whole  I  have  done  for  the  government  in 
that  way.  I  think  the  first  work  we  did  on  the  Mechanical  Patent 
OflBce  Report  we  put  in  a  bid  for.  The  last  Agricultural  Beport  I 
know  we  got  without  any  proposals. 

Question.  Did  you  send  to  Washington  to  get  this  work,  or  did 
you  send  your  proposals  on  here,  or  were  proposals  sent  to  you  ? 

Answer.  Some  of  the  contracts  I  got  when  I  was  in  Washington, 
and  some  of  the  work  was  sent  on  to  me  at  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Had  you  an  agent  in  Washington  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  any  one  employed  here  to  look  after  your 
interests  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  anything,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  any 
person  in  the  cities  of  Washington  or  Philadelphia,  or  any  other 
place,  for  any  of  this  work  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  did. 

Question.  Explain  yourself ;  you  certainly  know  whether  you  did 
or  did  not. 

Answer.  No,  si". 

Question.  Did  you  lend  any  money,  during  your  business  transac- 
tions with  the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  Mr.  Seaman  or  any  one,  believing  it  to  be 
for  Mr.  Seaman's  benefit? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  always  received  from  the  Treasury  Department 
the  full  amount  of  your  certificates  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  State  why  you  have  not,  and  how  any  deduction  took 
place. 

Answer.  After  doing  the  work  on  the  last  Mechanical  Beport  of  the 
Patent  Office,  I  went  to  the  pay  clerk  of  the  House  and  asked  him 
how  soon  I  could  be  paid.  He  told  me  I  should  have  to  go  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Accounts  and  ask  him  ;  and  he  said  ! 
had  better  be  quick,  as  there  was  a  very  small  amount  in  his  hanc^ 
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which  could  be  devoted  to  that  purpose.  I  went  to  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Accounts.  He  told  me  he  could  not  attend  to  it 
then.  Having  to  leave  the  city,  I  carried  the  account  to  Mr.  Wendell, 
and  he  collected  it  for  me. 

Question.  Did  you  assign  it  to  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  wrote  an  assignment  on  the  bill 
which  they  gave  me  at  the  Superintendent's  office,  or  whether  I 
merely  receipted  the  account. 

Question.  Was  it  customary  to  go  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Accounts  to  obtain  money  for  the  performance  of  work  of  this 
kind? 

Answer.  I  never  went  to  him  before. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  connexion  the  Committee  on  Accounts 
had  with  the  payment  of  your  certificate  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  The  clerk  told  me  that  he  had  received  instruc- 
tions to  pay  only  a  certain  amount  for  this  kind  of  work.  I  think  he 
said  $50,000.  He  said  there  was  but  a  small  balance  left.  I  think 
he  said  some  $5,000  or  |6, 000 ;  and  that  the  next  week  he  should 
take  up  the  matter  of  paying  off  the  clerks  what  the  House  owed 
them.    I  thi:ik  a  bill  had  been  passed  giving  them  extra  compensation. 

Question.  When  did  you  get  your  money  upon  that  account?  How 
soon  after  that? 

Answer.  It  might  have  been  a  week  ;  it  might  have  been  ten  days ; 
it  was  not  more  than  two  weeks,  and  not  less  than  three  days. 

Question.  From  whom  did  you  receive  that  money  when  you  did 
receive  it? 

Answer.  I  received  what  I  did  receive  from  Mr  Megargee. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  receive  from  him  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell ;  I  do  not  remember. 

Question.  Did  you  make  any  entry  of  it  upon  your  books? 

Answer.  It  was  between  fourteen  and  sixteen  hundred  dollars. 

Question.  Was  that  the  whole  amount  received  out  of  the  entire 
bill  left  with  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  I  received  the  whole  amount  of  the  House  bill,  less  four- 
teen to  sixteen  hundred  dollars. 

Question.  Does  it  appear  to  be  charged  upon  vour  books  as  $1,600? 

Answer.  It  does  ;  it  is  charged  to  *'  Wages,  $1,600." 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  House  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question    Cannot  you  ascertain  how  much  from  your  books? 

Answer.  It  does  not  appear  how  much. 

Question.  What  was  the  whole  amount  of  the  Senate  and  House 
together  ? 

Answer.  $10,671  75. 

Question,  (by  Mr  Covode.)  You  say  upon  your  books  you  have 
charged  that  amount  to  *'  Wages." 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  became  of  the  Senate  bill? 

Answer.  I  think  I  collected  it  myself. 

Question    Are  you  certain  of  that  ? 

Answer.  Either  I  collected  it  myself  or  else  I  let  somebody  or  some 
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clerk  down  at  the  office  have  it  to  collect.     But  I  think  I  received  the 
whole  of  that  money  myself;  that  is,  the  whole  of  the  Senate  bill. 

Question.  What  was  said  at  the  time  you  gave  Mr.  Wendell  that 
account,  in  reference  to  the  management  of  it? 

Answer.  Nothing. 

Question.  Is  that  accou'Dt  closed  upon  your  books? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  direct  Mr.  Wendell  to  send  the  money  through 
Mr.  Megargee? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did. 

Question,  What  did  Mr,  Megargee  say  when  he  gave  this  money 
to  you  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.     I  think  he  told  me  ''here  is  a  draft." 

Question.  Did  you  ask  him  how  he  explained  the  deficiency  of 
|1,600? 

Answer.  No.  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Wendell  upon 
that  subject  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  has  that  amount  of  |1,600  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Who  has  it,  in  your  opinion? 

Answer,  I  think  the  democratic  party. 

Question.  Was  there  any  arrangement  by  which  that  was  to  be  paid 
over  for  party  purposes  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  had  given  Mr.  Megargee  money  for 
political  purposes. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Megargee  make  any  explanation  when  he  handed 
you  the  draft  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  seen  and  conversed  with  Mr,  Wendell  upon 
that  subject  since  you  have  been  here  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Megargee  received  the  whole 
of  the  House  bill  from  Mr.  Wendell,  less  the  sum  of  from  fourteen  to 
sixteen  hundred  dollars  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  You  only  know,  then,  that  you  have  received  the  amount 
less  that  sum  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir, 
^  Question.  Have  you  received  the  full  amount  of  other  bills  or  cer- 
tificates which  you  received  from  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Print- 
ing? 

Answer.  No,  sir, 

Fridat  Evening,  February  4,  1859. 

William  H.  Van  Ingkn  recalled. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  I  asked  you  this  morning  whether 
you  had  received  the  full  amount  of  the  other  bills  or  certificates 
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received  from  the  government;  you  answered  you  had  not.  I  now 
ask  you  to  specify  those  bills? 

Answer.  There  is  one  other  bill,  I  believe  ;  the  bill  for  engraving 
camels  and  dromedaries  in  the  camel  report. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  that  bill  ? 

Answer.  Between  ten  and  twelve  hundred  dollars. 

Question.  How  much  was  deducted  from  that  bill? 

Answer.  I  went  to  Mr.  Megargee  and  let  him  have  the  whole  of  it. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Megargee  send  for  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  did  you  come  to  go  to  him;  what  inducement^  what 
object  had  you  ? 

Answer.  I  went  there  and  left  him  the  bill ;  I  gave  it  to  him. 

Question.  Why  did  you  do  so? 

Answer.  I  said  I  gave  him  the  bill.  I  am  not  certain  whether  I 
gave  it  to  him  or  to  Mr.  Wendell.  I  have  a  half  suspicion  that  I 
gave  it  to  him  to  give  to  Mr.  Wendell.  My  impression  is  that  I  told 
him  to  hand  it  to  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  Why  did  you  do  so? 

Answer.  I  supposed  it  might  help  me  in  business. 

Question.  Was  there  any  agreement  or  stipulation  before  that  work 
was  done  that  this  amount  should  be  given  to  Mr.  Megargee,  Mr. 
Wendell,  or  any  one  else? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  seen  Mr,  Wendell  since  that  transaction? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  him  upon  that 
subject  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  was  in  his  office  soon  after  that  and  he  wanted 
me  to  sign  the  bill.  Mr.  Wendell  asked  me  if  I  wanted  the  bill  col- 
lected. I  said  I  did.  He  then  told  me  to  sign  it.  I  am  not  certain 
whether  it  was  that  I  endorsed  the  bill  or  simply  receipted  it.  I 
think  I  must  have  signed  the  printed  blank  receipt  which  was  at  the 
bottom  of  the  bill. 

Question.  Did  you  consider  that  you  had  given  that  bill  to  Mr. 
Wendell  or  to  Mr.  Megargee  for  the  purpose  of  benefiting  you  in 
your  business? 

Answer.  I  believe  I  have  answered  that  question ;  I  said  yes.  I 
never,  however,  considered  either  of  these  men  as  my  agent,  nor  did 
I  offer  a  bribe. 

Question.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Wendell  since  the  money  has  been 
collected  ? 

Answer.  I  do. not  know  that  he  ever  collected  it.  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  it  after  that.     I  never  paid  any  further  attention  to  it. 

Question.  You  never  expected  any  portion  of  that  money  to  be  paid 
to  you? 

Answer.  I  have  not  heretofore. 

Question.  Are  there  any  other  bills,  other  than  those  you  have  spe« 
cified,  of  which  you  have  not  received  the  full  amount  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  there  are. 
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Question.  Has  Mr.  Wendell  ever  given  you  assurances  that  he  could 
influence  business  for  you,  or  aid  you  in  securing  business  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  he  has.  I  do  not  remember  of  his  doing  so. 
I  asked  him  to  speak  a  good  word  for  me,  and  he  said  he  would.  He 
said  any  thing-  he  could  do  for  me  he  would.  I  think  I  once  had  a 
letter  to  him  from  a  gentleman  in  Philadelphia — the  first  time  I  ever 
saw  Mr.  Wendell — he  said  he  would  do  what  he  could  for  me. 

Question.  Has  he  ever  said  he  was  on  intimate  terms  with  Mr.  Sea- 
man? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  he  has.  I  do  not  remember  of  his  doing 
so. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  You  say  you  did  not  ask  Mr.  Megargee 
any  questions  about  this  deficiency  of  $1,600.  Do  I  understand  you 
that,  knowing  you  were  paid  $1,600  less  than  you  had  earned,  you 
received  the  diminished  amount  without  asking  anything  about  the 
balance  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  not  earned  the  whole  amount,  including  the 
$1,600? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  For  what  amount  did  you  give  a  receipt — for  the  whole 
amount,  inclusive  of  the  $1,600? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir* 

Question.  Are  you  in  the  habit  of  doing  business  in  that  way? 

Answer.  Not  in  other  cases. 

Question.  What  was  your  reason  for  making  this  case  an  exception 
to  your  ordinary  business  rule? 

Answer.  I  thought  Megargee  could  make  such  use  of  it  as  would 
benefit  me  in  my  business  both  in  Philadelphia  and  elsewhere,  as  he 
is  a  very  prominent  man. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  Megargee  is  influential  with  any  par- 
ties here  connected  with  the  giving  out  of  the  government  work? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Had  you  been  in  the  habit  of  doing  any  other  w^^rk  for 
the  government  than  that  which  came  through  the  oi95ce  of  the  late 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did  some  woYk  for  the  Smithsonian  Institution. 
It  was  very  trifling,  however — amounting  to  not  more  than  a  couple 
of  hundred  dollars  at  the  outside. 

Question.  With  that  exception,  was  the  balance  of  the  work  that 
you  bid  for  in  the  city  of  Washington  work  which  passed  through  the 
hands  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  I  did  three  cuts  for  Mr.  Browne,  of  the  Patent  Office,  for 
the  last  agricultural  report,  one  of  which  had  to  be  done  over  by  me. 
The  other  two,  so  Mr.  Browne  told  me,  he  would  not  give  to  the  con- 
tractor of  the  work,  because  he  could  not  do  it. 

Question.  What  was  the  price  of  those  three  cuts  ? 

Answer.  One  was  thirty  dollars  ;  the  other  two  twenty-five  dollars 
each. 

Question.  With  the  exception  of  those  three  cuts,  which  amounted 
to  eighty  dollars^  and  the  work  for  the  Smithsonian  Institution,  which 
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amounted  to  two  hnndred  dollars,  was  there  any  other  public  work 
which  you  bid  for  or  did  in  the  city  of  Washington  except  that  which 
came  to  you  through  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Have  you,  or  had  you  at  the  time  of  this  -  $1,600  trans- 
action, any  reason  to  believe  that  Mr.  Megargee  was  influential  with 
those  who  controlled  the  work  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution  ? 

Answer.  I  had  not  the  remotest  idea  of  it. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason,  at  that  time,  to  believe  that  Mr. 
Megargee  was  influential  with  Mr.  Browne,  of  the  Patent  Office,  from 
whcim  you  srot  the  $80  worth  of  work  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  have  stated  that  you  said  nothing  to  Mr.  Megargee 
about  this  deficiency  of  $1,600,  but  allowed  him  to  retain  it  without 
exception  upon  your  part,  because  you  understood  that  Mr.  Megargee 
was  influential  in  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  you  speak,  then,  of  the  influence  of  Mr.  Me- 
gargee in  the  city  of  Washington,  you  speak  of  his  influence  in  con- 
nexion with  work  coming  from  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing, 
do  you  not? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  find  that  you  were  correct  in  your  supposition 
that  Mr.  Megargee  had  such  influence  ? 

Answer.  I  found  that  I  received  work. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Seaman 
in  reference  to  Mr.  Megargee  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Megargee 
with  reference  to  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have.  I  think  I  asked  him  once  whether  money 
would  influence  him  upon  my  part.     He  told  me  no. 

Question.  You  think  you  asked  Mr.  Megargee  once  if  money  would 
influence  him,  Mr.  Seaman,  in  your  behalf,  and  he  told  you  no? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Now  I  want  you  to  tell  the  committee  if  Mr.  Megargee 
told  you  ihat  money  would  not  influence  Mr.  Seaman  in  giving  you 
work — and  you  have  already  said  that  Mr.  Megargee's  influence,  in 
your  opinion,  was  conflned  to  work  from  the  superintendent's  office — 
what  motive  had  you  in  giving  Mr.  Megargee  $1,600? 

Answer.  That  question  was  asked  of  Mr.  Megargee  previous  to  my 
having  any  work  whatever  from  the  government  ? 

Question.  Was  it  previous  to  giving  the  $1,600? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  say  you  let  Mr.  Megargee  have  the  whole  thousand 
dollars,  of  which  we  have  spoken  ? 

Answer.  It  was  between  ten  and  twelve  hundred. 

Question.  In  the  disposition  you  made  of  those  two  sums  of  money 
were  you  acting  under  the  impression  that  you  would  secure  to  your- 
self additional  work  from  the  superintendent's  office  ? 

Answer.  Well,  my  motive  in  giving  this  last  money  was  that  Mr. 
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Megargee  would  use  his  influence  with  such  friends  as  he  had  here, 
such  as  members  of  Congress  and  other  prominent  men;  that  he  would 
speak  favorably  of  me  to  Mr.  Seaman,  and  that  Mr.  Seaman  might 
give  me  work.  Not,  however,  that  Mr.  Megargee  would  control  him 
by  money,  for  I  never  supposed  anything  of  that  kind. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Megargee  give  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  he 
could  control  any  member  of  Congress  by  the  me  of  money,  so  that 
Mr.  Seaman  would  be  influenced  to  give  you  work  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  understand  me.  I  did  not  expect  that  Megargee 
was  to  give  money  to  anybody  else.  I  thought  by  giving  this  money 
Megargee  would  use  his  influence  with  others  The  truth  is,  I  in- 
tended to  make  a  friend  of  Megargee.  I  did  not  care  what  he  did  with 
the  money. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  It  appears  by  your  own  statements  that 
you  have  paid  to  Mr.  Megargee  and  left  money  in  his  hands  to  the 
amount  of  between  |2,500  and  $2,800  for  him  and  Mr.  Wendell.  I 
would  like  to  know  whether  the  prices  you  got  for  doing  the  work  for 
Mr.  Seaman  justified  you  in  paying  this  large  bonus  to  those  men  ? 

Answer.  I  got  for  that  work  the  same  price  I  get  from  other  parties, 
and  I  could  afford  to  do  it. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Did  you  submit  to  the  payment  of  this 
tax  or  bonus  without  having  a  previous  arrangement  to  do  so  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  whether  there  is  any 
close  intimacy  between  Mr.  Megargee  and  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Wendell  and  Mr.  Seamaa 
were  very  intimate  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  that  they  were  ? 

Answer.  I  have  seen  a  thousand  newspaper  reports,  but  I  cannot 
say  certainly  that  I  ever  heard  that  they  were.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  it,  but  it  is  my  impression  that  they  were. 

Question.  I  understood  you  to  say  a  moment  ago,  not  in  response 
to  a  question,  that  the  present  superintendent  was  not  paying  snch 
high  prices  for  the  work  done  as  was  paid  by  Mr.  Seaman  ;  is  that  the 
case? 

Answer.  He  has  paid  me,  for  what  little  work  I  have  done,  about 
the  same  prices ;  I  have  done  very  little,  however,  and,  in  fact,  there 
has  been  but  little  done  under  the  present  superintendent. 

Question.  What  is  the  general  report — that  General  Bowman  is 
paying  about  the  same  prices  and  following  about  the  same  course,  or 
IS  it  the  impression  that  he  has  changed  the  system  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  acquainted  with  the  general  im- 
pression. 

Question.  What  is  your  impression  ? 

Answer.  I  understand  that  he  has  given  out  what  work  has  been 
contracted  for  at  a  great  deal  less  prices 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  You  stated  to-night,  when  you  were 
asked  what  became  of  that  money,  that  you  supposed  it  went  to  the 
democratic  party  ? 
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Answer.  I  did  not  say  exactly  that ;  I  said  that  I  did  not  know ;  I 
nipposed  it  might  have  been  gone  to  the  democratic  party  ;  I  had  my 
uspicions. 

Question.  Have  you  any  evidence  for  believing  that  any  of  that 
aoney  did  go  for  party  purposes  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Megargee  stated  to  me  that  he  was  paying  money  for 
he  party,  and  told  me  afterward  that  he  had  paid  a  good  deal  of 
aoney  for  that  purpose,  and  that  may  have  led  me  to  make  the 
emark. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Has  there  not,  at  some  time  or  other, 
>een  some  suggestion  made  to  you  by  some  person  which  induced  you 
o  think  that  by  the  payment  of  this  money  to  Mr.  Megargee  you 
rould  be  likely  to  promote  your  own  interest  in  the  way  of  getting 
fork  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  that  I  can  say. 

Question.  How  did  you  get  the  idea;  how  did  you  get  into  the 
ecret,  if  that  is  a  proper  expression,  that  this  was  the  way  to  get 
his  man  to  do  business  for  you  ? 

Answer.  I  learned  from  the  newspapers  that  Mr.  Wendell  was  the 
;reat  gun  down  here,  as  far  as  influence  was  concerned;  I  knew  that 
ilr.  Megargee  knew  Mr.  Wendell,  and,  in  fact,  on  one  occasion,  I  heard 
ilr.  Wendell  speak  very  highly  of  Mr.  Megargee,  indeed;  I  supposed 
bat  Mr.  Megargee  could  influence  him. 

Question.  How  came  you  to  think  that  Mr.  Wendell  had  influence 
vith  &Ir.  Seaman. 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  how;  I  knew  that  he  had  constant  business 
Krith  the  office;  I  saw  it  in  the  papers^  and  heard  it  in  New  York  and 
Philadelphia,  that  Mr.  Wendell  had  great  influence  and  control  down 
lere  over  all  kinds  Df  work  in  relation  to  such  matters. 

Question.  But  I  understand  you  to  say  that  no  person  gave  you  to 
understand  that  such  would  be  the  efiect  of  giving  this  money? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  And  that  nothing  was  required  at  the  time  you  got  your 
contract  ? 

Answer.  I  never  promised  him  that  I  would  pay  for  any  contract 
that  he  would  get. 

Question.  And  nothing  of  this  sort  was  ever  required  of  you  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  that  I  have  any  recollection  of. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  reason  to  suppose  that  any 
E>art  of  this  money  was  expended  for  the  beneflt  of  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  already  answered  that  I  have  not. 

Question.  To-day  we  had  some  trouble  in  making  up  an  amount  of 
^7,085  in  your  account,  which  was  not  satisfactorily  explained;  I  find 
:iere  a  charge  of  money  paid  to  you  for  the  Agricultural  Report,  of 
1 1, 744,  and  tor  the  Mechanical  Report,  of  $5,777;  these  two  amounts 
^hargod,  one  for  the  Mechanical  and  the  other  for  the  Agricultural 
Report,  make  $7,521,  which  is  within  $436  of  the  amount  entered  on 
tonr  books;  is  not  that  the  explanation? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  the  explanation  I  gave  this  morning  is  the  true 
Due — that  $5,'r77  was  the  amount  paid  to  us  for  our  work,  and  that 
the  balance  was  paid  for  drawings  and  wood  for  the  same  work. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  else  either  connected  with  your 
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own  transactions  with  Mr.  Seaman  while  superintendent,  or  of  any 
transactions  of  other  parties  doing  business,  with  him,  whether 
engravers,  lithographers,  electrotypers,  paper  contractors,  or  any 
other  parties  having  business  with  the  government,  that  it  is  import- 
ant this  committee  should  know  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  I  have  told  all  that  I  know 
of  importance  to  this  investigation. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  Seamen  receiving,  directly  or 
indirectly,  in  money,  loans,  or  other  valuable  considerations  from  any 
parties  doing  business  with  his  office? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Sinclair,  of  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  his  paying  money  to  Mr.  Seaman 
or  to  others  for  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  have  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  Mr.  Megargee  say  that  he  had  made 
any  deductions  on  paper,  or  that  ho  had  been  compelled  to  furnish  any 
quantity  of  paper  to  Mr.  Seaman  to  make  up  an  amount  more  than 
his  certificates  covered  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

George  D.  Jbwbtt  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  Hartford,  Connecticut. 

Question.  Were  you  recently  engaged  as  clerk  in  the  office  of  Super- 
intendent of  Public  Printing  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  long  were  you  in  that  office? 

Answer.  I  was  there  from  January,  1854,  till  the  1st  of  September 
last. 

Question.  You  went  in  then  very  soon  after  Mr.  Seaman's  appoint- 
ment, did  you  not? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  Mr.  Seaman  had  been  in  the  office  more  than  a 
year. 

Question.  What  particular  branch  of  business  had  you  charge  of  in 
that  office  ? 

Answer.  I  had  charge  of  the  paper,  and  a  portion  of  the  time  of  the 
executive  printing. 

Question.  What  were  your  duties  in  connexion  with  these  branchtf 
of  the  business  of  the  office  ? 

Answer.  In  regard  to  the  executive  printing  my  doty  was  to  receive 
all  orders  from  the  departments,  enter  them  upon  the  books,  and»end   j 
them  to  the  public  printer.  i 

Question.  What  in  regard  to  paper? 

Answer.  To  receive  and  enter  upon  the  books  paper  from  the  con- 
tractors, and  to  deliver  it  to  the  public  printer. 

Question.  During  the  time  you  were  engaged  in  the  office  did  Jon  y 
receive  all  the  paper  furnished  by  the  contractors  to  that  department?    , 
Answer.  I  think  I  did  pretty  much  all  except  during  my  absence.     , 
Question.  Were  you  absent  much? 
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Answer.  I  was  in  the  habit  some  three  or  foar  times  a  year  of 
making  short  visits  to  Connecticut. 

Question.  What  was  the  mode  of  receiving  paper  from  the  con- 
tractors ? 

Answer.  The  paper  was  received,  an  account  taken  of  it,  and  the 
amount  entered  upon  the  invoice  book. 

Question.  The  amount  entered  by  weight  or  per  ream? 

Answer.  Per  ream. 

Question.  Was  it  your  habit  to  examine  the  paper  as  to  quality  or 
weight? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  samples  in  the  office? 

Answer.  Samples  were  kept  in  the  office. 

Question.  Was  it  your  duty  to  see  that  the  paper  corresponded  with 
the  samples  ? 

Answer.  It  was  my  duty  to  look  at  it  and  if  it  did  not  correspond 
with  the  sample  to  report  to  the  superintendent. 

Question.  Did  the  paper  generally  correspond  with  the  sample  or 
was  it  generally  inferior  in  quality  or  lighter  in  weight  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  generally  corresponded  with  the  sample. 

Question.  Were  there  any  instances  in  which  the  paper  was  mate- 
rially below  the  sample  in  its  weight? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  any  particular  instance. 

Question.  Were  you  in  the  habit  of  weighing  the  paper  delivered  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  occasionally. 

Question.  How  did  it  correspond  with  the  stipulated  weight  gen- 
erally? 

Answer.  Generally  the  weight  was  good;  I  did  not  weigh  very  much 
of  the  paper. 

Question.  Would  four  or  six  pounds  in  the  ream  be  a  material  dif- 
ference ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  If  you  had  found  paper  then  materially  lighter  than  that 
contracted  for,  would  you  have  felt  it  your  duty  to  report  it  to  the 
superintendent? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  paper  that  was  received  by 
the  superintendent  where  you  have  reported  it  materially  below  the 
sample  furnished  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have. 

Question.  Will  you  state  the  circumstances  as  nearly  as  you  can  ? 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  there  were  some  invoices  of  paper 
received  which  were  not  quite  up  to  the  sample,  and  that  bringing  it 
to  the  notice  of  the  superintendent  it  was  put  one  side  as  I  supposed 
for  the  purpose  of  rejecting  it;  and  upon  the  public  printer  being  out 
of  paper,  and  members  calling  for  their  documents,  documents  given 
to  the  printer  over  night  to  be  furnished  next  morning,  I  think  there 
were  cases  of  that  kind  where  we  were  obliged  to  use  invoices  which 
had  been  so  put  aside. 

Question.  Was  it  customary  for  the  contractors  to  supply  the  super- 
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intendent*8  office  from  month  to  month,  or  was  it  customary  for  them 
to  supply  you  in  large  quantities  which  were  kept  in  the  warerooms? 

Answer.  They  supplied  the  government  with  paper  from  orders 
issued  by  the  superintendent.  In  some  instances  the  orders  were 
greater,  and  in  others  smaller. 

Question.  What  was  the  usual  condition  of  the  wareroom,  pretty 
well  stocked  ;  or  did  you  depend  from  week  to  week  for  supplies  from 
the  contractors  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  consider  that  the  wareroom  was  oTer- 
stocked  with  paper. 

Question.  Can  you  specify  the  particular  time  when  any  of  the  ia- 
voices  of  inferior  paper  were  received  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  cannot.  This  invoice  to  which  I  alluded  wag 
received  a  long  time  ago,  not  long  after  I  came  into  the  office.  I  have  the 
simple  recollection  that  there  was  paper  which  was  not  considered, 
perhaps,  quite  what  it  should  be ;  but  that,  after  all,  it  would  be 
considered  passable  paper,  because  we  were  obliged  to  have  it  at  a 
time  when  navigation  was  closed,  when  vessels  were  frozen  up  in  the 
river  and  we  could  not  get  it  by  railroad. 

Question.  Could  you  specify  a  time  when  any  of  these  particular 
invoices  were  delivered  ? 

Answer.  I  think  if  I  had  the  books  I  could  point  out  some  of  these 
invoices.  The  paper  received  under  these  circumstances,  when  the 
river  was  frozen  up,  came  very  irregularly,  and  I  think  I  could  point 
out  the  invoices  to  which  I  refer. 

Question.  What  was  the  custom  of  your  office  on  delivering  paper 
to  the  public  printer;  how  did  you  deliver  it? 

Answer.  Upon  his  requisition.  I  may  say  upon  his  verbal  in8tr^^ 
tions  as  he  wanted  it. 

Question.  Was  it  delivered  by  yourself  in  person  or  by  your  order? 

Answer.  Sometimes  by  myself  in  person  and  sometimes  by  order. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  the  key  of  the  wareroom  or  was  it  kept  bj 
the  messenger  ? 

Answer.  During  the  time  the  government  had  a  wareroom  on  11th 
street  I  kept  the  key;  after  the  warehouse  was  built  adjoining  Mr. 
Wendeirs  building  the  key  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  man  who 
attended  to  it. 

Question.     What  was  that  man's  name? 

Answer.     Wallace. 

Question.     In  whose  employ 'was  Mr.  Wallace? 

Answer.     He  was  a  watchman  in  the  employ  of  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  Did  he  deliver  the  paper  to  Mr.  W.  from  time  to  time 
as  it  was  wanted  ? 

Answer.     Yes,  sir. 

Question.     What  memorandum  or  account  did  he  keep  of  the  paper? 

Answer.  He  would  insert  the  number  of  reams  in  a  printed  blank 
book,  the  receipt  for  which  would  be  signed  by  the  foreman  or  press- 
man in  the  office.  That  receipt  would  be  returned  to  me,  and  I  would 
get  the  official  receipts  from  the  public  printer,  giving  these  to  him 
as  his  vouchers. 

Question.     Did  he  always  use  these  blank  forms? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

QaestioQ.  And  these  were  given  to  you  as  vouchers  for  the  paper 
delivered? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  these  printed  forms,  or  did  you  allow  hicn 
to  keep  them  for  his  own  use  ? 

Answer.  I  had  them  printed  and  sent  to  him  as  they  were  wanted. 

Question.  Can  you  describe  one  of  these  forms  ? 

Answer.  "  Washington,  ,  '59.     Received  of  A.  Gr.  Seaman, 

Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,        '        reams  of pounds 

paper.    Signed ,  Public  Printer."     I  think  that  was  about  the 

form. 

Question.  They  were  generally  signed  by  Mr.  Wendell? 

Answer,  By  the  foreman  in  the  press-room.  I  think  Mr.  Gray 
was  at  that  time  foreman  in  the  press  room.  They  were  generally 
signed  by  him,  but  sometimes  by  Mr.  English,  foreman  of  the  office. 

Question.  Were  there  any  invoices  of  paper  received  at  Mr.  Wen- 
dell's office  by  this  man  Wallace,  or  by  any  one  else  not  connected 
with  the  office  of  public  printing,  which  was  not  weighed,  was  not 
examined,  and  was  not  entered  ? 

Answer.  Your  question  is  a  very  complicated  one.  I  do  not  know  that 
any  paper  was  ever  received  at  the  office  that  was  not  entered  and 
properly  entered. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  invoices  of  paper  were  ever 
received  at  the  wareroom  of  Mr.  Wendell  by  Mr.  Wallace  or  by  any 
other  person  not  connected  with  the  Superintendent's  office? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  think  I  do. 

Question.  Is  it  likely  that  any  paper  was  received  under  these  cir- 
cumstances? 

Answer.  No,  hit  ;  I  think  not. 

Question.  If  any  paper  had  been  received  under  these  circumstances 
would  you  not  have  known  it? 

Answer.  I  think  I  should. 

Question.  Were  the  wrappers  of  government  paper  ever  removed  or 
torn  off  at  the  railroad? 

Answer.  Never  to  my  knowledge,  unless  it  was  by  the  casual 
handling  of  it. 

Question.  How  was  the  paper  generally  stamped? 

Answer.  It  was  generally  stamped  Q-.  P.,  with  the  size  of  the  paper, 
and  figures  indicating  the  weight.  That  was  the  instruction  I  always 
gave  them,  and  I  do  not  know  that  they  ever  had  different  instructions. 

Question.  How  did  the  railroad  men  make  up  their  account  of  the 
weight  for  transportation  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  generally  charged  by  the  bundle. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  instances  in  which  the  wrappers  were 
defaced  or  torn,  obliterating  the  mark  of  weight  so  as  to  compel  the 
Railroad  Company  to  weigh  the  paper  in  order  to  ascertain  its  weight? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  think  the  Railroad  Company  charged  by  the 
bundle.  I  am  not  sure  but  they  charged  some  individuals  by  weight ; 
that  was  a  matter  which  the  office  nad  nothing  to  do  with,  and  of 
which  we  could  know  nothing  except  by  overhearing  it, 

8  B 
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Question.  What  became  of  the  receipts  which  Mr.  Wallace  sent 
down  from  time  to  lime  of  the  paper  delivered  to  the  public  printer? 

Answer.  I  delivere<l  these  to  the  public  printer  as  vouchers  after  hav- 
ing his  official  receipts  for  the  paper  delivered  to  him. 

Question.  What  became  of  those  official  receipts? 

Answer.  They  are  on  file.  I  presume,  in  the  Superintendent's  office 

Question.  Did  you  keep  any  memoranda  in  a  book  at  the  office  of 
the  receipts  as  returned  to  the  office  by  Mr.  Wallace  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  officially.  A  part  of  the  time  I  kept  a  pri- 
vate memorandum  in  the  back  part  of  one  of  the  books  for  my  own 
gratification,  in  order  to  know  about  what  quantity  of  paper  was  on 
hand  at  the  warehouse,  to  govern  me  in  giving  my  orders. 

Question.  When  you  returned  those  memoranda  or  receipts  to  the 
public  printer  and  took  from  him  official  receipts,  did  you  enter  these 
official  receipts  in  any  book  at  the  office  ? 

Answer.  When  I  came  into  the  office  there  was  no  book  bound  for 
that  purpose.  When  this  business  came  into  my  hands  these  receipts 
for  paper  delivered  were  written  in  a  memorandum  book  from  time  to 
time  as  the  paper  was  delivered.  I  had  a  book  bound  and  printed 
with  these  official  receipts,  so  that  they  should  be  kept  on  file  in  the 
office  in  a  better  form.  Those  are  the  receipt8 1  referred  to  which  the 
public  printer  signed. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Wallace  at  any  time  send  down  to  the  office 
mere  slips  of  paper  of  irregular  shape,  with  memorandums  of  the  pa- 
per delivered  to  the  public  printer  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  1  think  he  did. 

Question.  Was  that  before  or  after  you  had  adopted  the  blank  book 
form  of  receipts  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  sure.  I  think  I  filled  up  these  blank  receipts 
from  these  memoranda  a  part  of  the  time. 

Question.  Then  he  did  not  always  use  the^e  blank  receipts? 
!   Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  sometimes  I  filled  them  up,  and  sometimes  he 
put  in  the  amounts. 

Question.  Then  these  blank  receipts  were  only  memoranda  in  order 
to  enable  you  to  fill  up  the  blank  receipts  ? 

Answer.  I  gave  him  directions  to  furnish  me  with  the  amounts 
from  day  to  day,  and  he  would  do  it  from  such  paper  as  he  found 
handy.  He  had  no  books  there,  and  it  could  not  be  expected  that  he 
would  have  such  books. 

Question.  Then  these  slips  were  mere  memoranda  from  which  you 
filled  up  the  regular  recepts  which  he  got  from  the  foreman  ? 

Answer,  That  is  all. 

Question.  Were  there  any  instances  in  which  these  regular  receipts 
were  not  iurnished,  and  the  irregular  memoranda  were  the  only 
vouchers  you  had  from  the  public  printer  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  not. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  any  amount  or  any  invoice  of  paper 
having  been  delivered  by  the  railroad  which  had  not  been  received 
^r  inspected  by  you  or  any  one  connected  with  the  office,  and  which 
you  afterwards  entered  in  the  books  of  the  office  of  the  Superintendent 
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of  Public  Printing  as  having  been  so  delivered,  without  any  inspec- 
tion, and  without  having  passed  through  your  office  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  do. 

Question.  Will  you  explain  this  transaction? 

Answer.  I  think  it  occurred  in  this  way :  Shortly  after  a  contract 
for  paper  had  been  given  out,  the  contractor  shipped  the  paper,  ad- 
dress^ to  Mr.  Wendell — addressed  to  "  C.  Wendell,  Washington" — 
not  knowing  or  not  understanding  the  directions  of  the  office.  As 
«oon  as  I  discovered  it  I  corrected  the  error,  but  in  the  meantime  a 
number  of  reams,  I  cannot  now  state  how  many,  had  been  received 
in  that  way  by  the  public  printer,  and  by  him  used.  The  matter 
being  thus  explained,  knowing  that  was  paper  coming  from  the  con- 
tractors under  the  contract  with  the  Superintendent  of  the  Public 
Printing,  I  receipted  for  it  on  the  books  of  the  office? 

Question.  What  invoice  was  that? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  In  what  work  did  the  public  printer  use  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  In  the  public  documents.  ^ 

Question.  Has  Mr.  Wendell  been  in  the  habit  of  printing  anything 
else  but  public  documents  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  he  has  printed  speeches  for  members  of  Congress, 
and  I  think  he  has  executed  private  work. 

Question.  Can  yo  i  explain  how  many  of  these  printed  documents 
get  into  the  hands  of  the  grocers  and  tradesmen  of  this  city  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot.  It  is  something  I  have  often  wondered  at  myself. 
I  know  that  I  have  often  seen  paper  printed  on  by  the  public  printer 
in  the  stores  of  the  city,  but  how  it  came  there  is  beyond  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  make  an  investigation  of  the  matter? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  any  explanation  of  it  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  the  remark  that  it  must  have  been  stolen, 
but  of  that  I  have  no  knowledge.  That  is  a  matter  with  which  the 
office  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  can  have  no  official  busi- 
ness. Having  delivered  the  paper  to  the  public  printer,  he  becomes 
liable. 

Question.  How  were  the  paper  contracts  secured  under  the  law;  by 
advertisement  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  paper  has  been  purchased  in 
open  market  which  had  not  been  advertised  for  ? 

Answer.  There  has  been  none  purchased  in  open  market  to  my 
knowledge. 

Question.  How  was  the  paper  for  Census  Report  of  1850  purchased? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Did  npt  that  pass  through  your  office? 

Answer.  If  it  did,  it  was  previous  to  my  employment  there  I 
think  it  must  have  passed  through  that  office,  however,  because  I 
remember  there  were  a  few  reams  of  census  paper  on  hand  when  I 
came  into  the  office.  I  know  nothing  in  relation  to  the  matter  beyond 
that. 
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Question.  Was  it  the  uniform  rule  in  the  office  to  accept  the  lowest 
bids  for  paper  to  supply  the  office  ? 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Seaman  was  generally  governed  by  the  lowest 
and  best  bid. 

Question.  There  was  no  standard  sample  furnished  by  the  office, 
but  each  bidder  furnished  his  own  sample? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  it  was  left  in  the  discretion  of  the  Superintendent 
to  accept  the  lowest  and  best  bid,  or  whatever  bid  appeared  to  him 
best  for  the  p:ovcrnment? 

Answer.  Perhaps  it  will  be  better  to  explain  somewhat  in  detail 
the  modus  operandi  of  the  matter.  In  the  first  place,  an  advertisement 
was  issued  in  conformity  to  law.  The  proposals  were  then  sent  to  the 
office  and  addressed  to  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  en- 
dorsed "  Proposals."  These  packages  were  given  to  the  chief  clerk, 
who  took  them^and  locked  them  up  in  his  desk.  Then  samples  would 
be  sent  along  from  time  to  time,  and  would  be  kept  in  the  office  until 
the  day  appointed  to  open  the  proposals.  These  proposals  were 
opened  by  the  Vice  President,  or  President  of  the  Senate,  and  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  who  endorsed  their  names  upon  the  back 
of  each  proposal.  Then,  as  soon  thereafter  as  convenient,  the  samples 
were  taken  out  of  the  boxes  or  bundles,  and  one  of  the  clerks,  generally 
Mr.  Williams,  I  believe,  would  take  them  into  an  adjoining  room  and 
remove  the  outside  sheets  containing  marks  showing  from  whom  they 
came,  and  put  on  them  a  private  mark  of  his  own,  such  as  letters  or 
numbers.  Then  Mr.  Seaman  and  his  clerks  would  examine  the  sam- 
ples, not  knowing  from  whom  any  particular  sample  came.  When  a 
sample  was  found,  such  as  would  meet  the  requirements  of  the  office, 
it  was  laid  by,  and  so  on  until  all  the  samples  furnished  by  the  per- 
haps twenty  or  thirty  bidders  had  been  gone  through  with.  Mr. 
Williams  would  then  be  called  on  to  name  what  proposal  the  private 
mark  on  each  sample  thus  selected  corresponded  with,  and  in  that 
way  all  these  contracts  were  given  out. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Megargee,  of  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  he  in  the  habit  of  supplying  large  paper  invoices  ? 

Answer.  He  was  a  paper  contractor  two  years,  I  think,  under  Mr. 
Seaman  ? 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Megargee  was  ever  paid  any 
sum  of  money  for  paper,  which  sum  of  money  had  been  received  by 
Mr.  Seaman  out  of  the  fund  for  waste  leaves  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not. 
^  Question.  Did  you  keep  the  account,  also,  of  paper  furnished  to 
binders  for  waste  leaves  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Had  Mr.  Arnold  an  account  for  paper  for  waste  leaves  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  how  Mr.  Arnold' s  account  for  8uch  paper 
stood  when  you  left  the  office  ? 
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Answer.  Mr.  Arnold  was  owing  the  office  just  previous  to  my 
eaving  several  hundred  dollars  ;  I  think  about  $1,100. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  ever  paid  any  portion  of  that 
amount  to  Mr.  Seaman  which  was  not  credited  on  the  books  of  the 
office? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  did,  because  I  handed  the  bill  to  him 
several  times,  and  spoke  to  him  about  it  repeatedly,  and  he  said  that 
he  would  pay  it  when  he  got  some  money. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Arnold  ever  tell  Mr.  Seaman  that  he  ever  loaned 
Mr.  Seaman  any  money  with  the  understanding  that  it  was  to  be  apr 
plied  to  the  payment  of  that  bill  ? 

Answer,  ^o,  sir  ;  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Arnold  ever  tell  you  that  he  did  not  owe  the 
bill? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  always  said  he  would  settle  it  as  soon  as  he  got 
the  money. 

Question.  How  did  Mr.  McGuire's  account  stand  when  you  left  the 
office  for  paper  furnished  for  waste  leaves  ? 

Answer.  There  was  a  balance  due,  I  think,  from  Mr.  McGuire  ;  I 
do  not  recollect  the  amount.  My  duty  was  to  deliver  this  paper  to 
the  binders  upon  their  requisitions,  and  not  particularly  to  collect 
bills  from  them.  I  recollect  the  fact,  however,  which  I  have  stated  in 
reference  to  Mr.  Arnold's  account,  because  I  had  presented  a  bill  to 
him  several  times,  and  had  spoken  to  him  repeatedly  about  this 
balance.  Last  August,  General  Bowman  gave  me  leave  of  absence  for 
a  short  time,  asking  me,  when  I  returned,  to  close  up  these  outstand- 
ing accounts.  I  told  him  I  would.  When  I  returned  I  found  that  he 
had  balanced  these  binders'  accounts.  I  did  not  communicate  to  him 
on  the  subject,  but  I  informed  his  assistant.  Dr.  Quail,  that  it  was 
wrong  ;  that  Mr.  Arnold,  Mr,  Tretler,  Mr.  Williams,  and  perhaps 
one  or  two  others,  were  owing  the  office.  He  then  reopened  the  ac- 
counts, and,  as  I  understand,  collected  the  money  from  these  parties. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  At  the  time  you  were  in  the  office,  did 
the  accounts  with  the  parties  you  have  named  disclose  the  balance  due 
the  office  by  them? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  they  closed  by  lines  drawn  underneath  the  columns 
of  figures  by  Q^n.  Bowman  or  any  of  his  clerks  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  drew  lines  under  them  myself  for  the  purpose  of 
having  nothing  more  placed  upon  those  pages  ;  the  accounts  were  not 
closed,  because  there  was  no  credit. 

Question.  My  recollection  is,  that  the  columns  were  not  added  up, 
but  that  lines  were  drawn  under  the  figures;  do  I  understand  you  to 
say  that  these  lines  were  not  intended  to  show  the  account  was  bal- 
anced, but  only  to  show  that  nothing  more  was  to  go  upon  the  page  ? 

Answer.  That  was  all. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Will  you  explain  the  fact  that  on  one 
of  these  pages  two  lines  were  drawn  under  the  figures,  and  from  them 
a  lateral  line  drawn  across  the  page  below,  with  a  reference  in  your 
handwriting  *' carried  forward''  to  such  a  page;  on  that  page  the 
account  was  again  commenced,  but  no  amount  carried  forward? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  I  can  explain  it  in  this  way :  I  do  not 
remember  writing  the  words  *' carried  forward,"  but  I  can  explain 
why  the  lines  were  drawn.     The  Committee  on  Printing  had  directed 
to  deliver  to  the  binders  paper  for  waste  leaves,  without  any  charge 
from  a  certain  time,  and  tnis  page  to  which  you  allude  as  having  linea 
drawn  underneath  probably  contained  the  account  with  the  publico 
binders  for  this  waste  leaf  paper  up  to  the  time  of  the  passage  of  that 
resolution.     One  thing  is  certain,  there  was  nothing  on  any  of  these 
pages  to  show  that  the  account  was  balanced,  unless  it  was  balanced. 
1  last  winter  had  a  new  book  bound  for  this  purpose.     The  book  to 
which  you  refer  is  the  same  one  they  have  had  in  the  office  since  its 
commencement,  and  was  delivered  to  me  in  the  way  in  which  I  kept 
it. 

Question.  If  you  had  been  called  on  to  open  a  set  of  books  in  that 
office,  would  you  have  opened  them  differently  ? 

Answer.  So  far  as  the  delivery  of  paper  to  binders  was  concerned, 
I  think  that  was  a  legitimate  book.  The  object  of  it  was  merely  to 
show  an  account  of  the  paper  delivered  to  binders,  and  that  it  did 
show. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  keep  any  separate  account  of  money? 
received  for  waste  leaves  from  binders  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  collect  any  money  from  binders  for  paper 
furnished  them  for  waste  leaves? 

Answer.  I  collected  one  bill,  I  think. 

Question.  What  did  you  do  with  the  money? 

Answer.  This  was  a  bill,  I  think,  against  Mr.  Arnold.  I  went  to 
him  and  asked  him  for  the  amount  of  the  bill,  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Seaman.  He  gave  me  a  check  which,  I  think,  I  deposited  in  the  bank 
to  the  credit  of  Mr.  Seaman's  special  account.  It  was  some  time  ago, 
but  I  think  that  is  what  I  did. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  keep  two  accounts  in  bank? 

Answer.  I  think  he  kept  an  individual  account  and  a  special  ac- 
count ? 

Question.  Then  you  are  not  aware  of  any  account  which  Mr.  Sea- 
man kept  of  money  received  for  waste  leaves  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  must  have  kept  it  under  his  special  account, 
for  I  deposited  the  check  to  which  I  refer  to  his  special  account. 

Question.  My  remark  refers  to  his  office.  Did  he  keep  any  par- 
ticular account  of  money  received  from  that  particular  source  in  his 
office  books  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  What  do  you  mean  by  special  and  individual  accounts? 

Answer.  That  not  coming  under  my  branch  of  business,  perhaps  I 
cannot  explain  fully.  My  impression  was,  that  he  had  such  accounts, 
from  the  iiact  of  my  depositing  the  check  to  which  I  refer  to  his  special 
account  in  bank  for  waste  leaves.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  went  to 
the  bank  for  him  on  any  special  business  but  that. 

Question.  Who  made  up  the  certificates  from  which  the  paper 
contractors  drew  their  money  ? 

Answer.  For  a  time  I  had  it  in  charge. 
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Question.  From  what  vouchers  or  memoranda  did  you  make  up 
these  certificates  ? 

Answer.  From  the  accounts,  as  entered  in  the  office  books,  of  pa- 
per receipts. 

Question.  Who  paid  the  freight  on  the  paper  delivered  here  ? 

Answer.  The  contractors. 

Question.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  any  paper,  any  lithographic 

f printing  or  engraving  sent  to  Mr.  Seaman's  office  upon  which  the 
reight,  cartage,  or  expressage  was  not  paid  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  engravings  generally  came  with  the  express- 
age  not  paid.  That,  however,  did  not  come  under  my  branch  of 
business. 

Question.  Were  the  contracts  to  deliver  them  here,  or  was  the  office 
to  pay  the  expressage  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  advertisements  required  them  to  be  delivered 
here. 

Question.  But  that  the  expressage  was  generally  unpaid  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr,  Seaman  kept  any  account  for 
expressage  under  that  particular  head  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  must  have  done. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  did  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say,  because  that  item  did  not  come  under  my 
branch  of  the  business.  Mr.  Williams  had  charge  of  such  matters  in 
the  office.  I  think  I  have  seen  him  put  down  items  of  account  with 
the  Express  Company. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  instances  in  which  paper,  rejected 
by  yourself  as  below  the  standard,  was  received  by  Mr.  Seaman  on 
the  application  of  the  contractor  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  never  knew  of  such  an  instance. 

Question  Have  you  ever  heard  any  of  the  contractors  say  they  had 
paid  to  Mr.  Seaman  any  per  centage  or  sum  of  money  for  a  contract 
out  of  the  funds  received  from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  known  Mr.  Seaman  to  receive,  directly  or 
indirectly,  any  money  or  other  valuable  consideration  from  paper 
contractors,  or  from  those  bidding  for  contracts  for  paper  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  known  Mr.  Seaman  to  borrow  money  from 
any  paper  contractor  during  the  time  he  was  delivering  paper,  or  du- 
ring the  continuance  of  his  business  connexion  with  the  office? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  that  Mr.  Seaman  did  receive  any 
pecuniary  consideration  from  any  of  these  parties  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have.  I  cannot  remember  that  I 
have. 

Question.  At  the  time  that  bill  or  invoice  of  paper  received  from 
Mr.  Megargee  was  paid  for,  as  appears  from  the  memorandum  on  the 
books  of  the  office,  out  of  money  received  for  paper  for  waste  leaves,, 
was  the  whole  amount  then  paid  due  Mr.  Megargee  for  paper  already 
received  ? 
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Answer.  I  think  there  were  a  few  reams  of  paper  paid  for  hy  Mr. 
Seaman  at  that  time  more  than  had  been  received,  to  make  np  the 
balance  of  money  in  his  hands. 

Question.  What  was  the  object  of  paying  for  paper  which  he  had 
not  received  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  it  was  to  dispose  of  the  amonnt  of  money  then 
in  his  hands  paid  for  waste  leaves. 

Question.  You  have  stated  that  a  few  reams  of  paper  had  not  bet-n 
received  which  were  included  in  that  bill ;  do  you  remember  how 
many? 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect.  My  impression  is,  that  there  were  on/y 
a  few  reams  short,  certainly  less  than  a  hundred. 

Question.  What  was  Mr.  Seaman's  object  in  paying  for  these  few 
reams  which  had  not  been  received  at  that  particular  time  ? 

Answer.   It  was,  as  I  suppose,  to  balance  this  waste  leaf  account. 

Question.  Was  it  necessary  for  him  at  that  time  to  pay  out  all  the 
money  he  had  on  hand  from  the  waste  leaf  account  ? 

Answer.    I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  necessary  or  not. 

Question.  Why  did  he  desire  to  balance  that  account  in  that  parti- 
cular way? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  unless  it  was  that  that  amount  of  money 
had  accumulated  for  waste  leaves. 

Question.  Was  that  the  whole  amount  he  had  received  for  waste 
leaves  up  to  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  did  not  make  any  calculation  on  that 
subject. 

Question.    How  was  that  money  paid  to  Mr.  Megargee? 

Answer.   Mr.  Seaman  paid  it. 

Question.    How,  in  money  or  by  check? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  My  impression  is,  that  Mr.  Seaman  paid 
him  the  money,  but  I  do  not  know. 

Question.     Did  you  keep  Mr.  Seaman's  bank  account  for  him  ? 

Answer.    No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode  )  I  ask  you  whether  a  complaint  here 
among  the  bookbinders  was  not  the  cause  of  that  money  being  trans- 
ferred from  the  bank  into  Mr.  Megargee's  hands? 

Answer.  At  that  time  I  think  there  was  some  talk  about  such  com- 
plaints, but  I  don't  remember  the  particulars.  It  was  some  time  since. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  is  your  recollection  about  that 
talk  or  conversation  in  the  streets? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  I  think  I  heard  Mr.  Towers  say  that  they  were 
trying  to  make  Mr.  Seaman  trouble  in  this  matter.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  could  give  you  any  clue  to  the  matter,  because  I  never  had  any 
knowledge  ot  it.     I  only  heard  some  remarks  of  that  kind. 

Question,  (by  Mr,  Covode.)  At  the  time  these  transfers  were  made, 
had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Seaman  about  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Did  Mr.  Seaman  take  Mr.  Megargee's 
receipt  for  this  money  at  the  time  it  was  paid  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did. 

Question.   Was  Mr.  Megargee  in  the  city  at  the  time? 
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Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Megargee  sent  his  receipt  by  mail.  He  was 
a  the  habit,  however,  of  coming  to  the  city  pretty  often. 

Question.  Where  is  that  receipt? 

Answer.  I  suppose  it  must  be  on  file  in  the  oflSce. 

Question,  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  drew  any  check  at 
bat  time  on  his  own  bank  account,  or  upon  this  special  account,  for 
be  payment  of  that  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did ;  I  think  he  sent  Mr.  Megargee  some  money ; 
rhether  it  was  the  whole  of  a  part  only  of  it  I  do  not  know.  I  think 
:  was  a  part  of  it.  I  think  he  settled  that  matter  by  giving  money 
a  part  and  a  note  in  part. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  proportions  paid  in  money  and 
y  note  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  This  outside  disturbance  and  the  movements  upon  the 
art  of  the  treasury  to  investigate  this  matter  was  the  prime  cause  of 
bis  payment? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  that  was  the  cause  of  it.  I  only  know 
hat  about  that  time  there  was  a  general  street  talk  in  regard  to  Mr. 
eaman;  and  I  think,  by  the  way,  this  was  about  the  time  of  his  re- 
omi  nation. 

Question.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  the  matter? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  did  he  say  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  invoice  book  showed  there  was  due  to  Megargee 
be  price  of  several  hundred  reams  of  paper  ;  my  impression  is,  that 
Ir.  Seaman  instructed  me  to  issue  him  a  certificate  for  that  paper; 
issued  to  Megargee  a  certificate  in  the  usual  form,  but  upon  giving 
hat  certificate  to  Mr.  Seaman  he  said  it  was  wrong  ;  that  he  wanted 
hat  amount  of  paper  balanced  with  Megargee,  and  that  he  wouW 
ettle  it  out  of  money  received  for  waste  leaves ;  and  I  think  that 
ook  will  show  that  that  certificate  was  issued  in  the  usual  form,  but 
hat  Mr.  Seaman  saying  he  would  cancel  that  amount,  it  was  erased 
If)  as  to  stand  there  to  show  that  the  paper  had  been  paid  for  by  Mr. 
Seaman  ;  I  think  I  made  a  memorandum  of  that  fact  upon  the  books. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  say  anything  about  the  necessity  of 
paying  out  that  particular  amount  of  money  at  that  time? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  did. 

Question.  Did  he  direct  you  to  make  up  the  amount  larger  than  the 
Hmount  then  due  to  Mr.  Megargee? 

Answer.  I  think  he  had  in  his  possession  a  little  more  money  than 
that  paper  would  cover,  and  that  he  directed  me  to  add  enough  to  it 
to  cover  the  amount  of  money,  and  then  to  deduct  a  few  reams  at  the 
i«fiuing  of  the  next  certificate  ;  which  I  did. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  Megargee's  either  paying  or 
loaning  money  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  Butler,  of  New  York,  paying 
Mr.  Seaman  any  per  centage  for  contracts,  or  of  loaning  him  any  par- 
ticular sum  of  money,  while  delivering  paper  to  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  Seaman's  receiving  any  par- 
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ticular  snm,  either  eb  a  loan  or  as  a  per  centage,  from  the  firm  of 
Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  Seaman  receiving  any  per 
centage  upon  the  contract  of  M.*E.  Imley? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  Seaman's  borrowing  from 
Wm.  H.  Imley  $6,000,  or  any  greater  or  le^s  sum,  during  the  time 
that  paper  was  supplied  to  the  government  by  and  during  the  exist- 
ance  of  Mr.  Imley's  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  particular  recollection  of  any  such  transaction, 
though  it  seems  as  if  I  had  heard  that  Mr.  Seaman  had  borrowed  some 
money  of  him.     I  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

Question.  The  impression  you  have,  you  have  from  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  how  I  got  that  impression. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  kftow  whether  Mr.  Imley  was  loaning  monej 
at  that  particular  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  Imley  himself  was  embarraffled 
at  that  particular  time  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  Mr.  Imley  had  difficulty  about  that  time. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  he  was  not  paying  his  debts  at 
that  particular  time  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  before  that  time  that  he  asked  an  extension. 
I  think  it  was  before  I  came  here. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Imley  has  been  embarrassed 
ever  since  he  resumed  business  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  that  is,  he  has  told  me  so.  Mr.  Imley  frequently 
had  conversations  with  me  about  business  generally.  While  Iwasm 
the  post  office  he  would  come  in  and  talk  with  me.  He  told  me  that 
Buck's  matter  embarrassed  him. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Seaman  borrowing  money  of  any 
other  contractor  of  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  have  no  knowledge  of  his  borrowing  money  of 
Mr.  Imley.  I  have  only  an  indistinct  recollection  of  hearing  some- 
thing of  that  kind  from  some  source.  Aside  from  the  matter  whidil 
have  just  mentioned,  I  do  not  think  I  have  heard  of  anything  of  that 
kind. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  There  was  an  account  in  testimony  be- 
fore the  committee  of  $669  11  due  by  Mrs.  Sergeant  for  waste  leaves. 
Do  you  recollect  of  presenting  a  bill  to  Mrs.  Sergeant,  or  to  her  agent, 
for  that? 

Answer.  I  think  Mrs.  Sergeant  bound  not  the  extra  documents,  but 
the  regular  documents;  and  when  the  committee  made  the  order  to 
deliver  to  the  binders  the  waste  leaves  free  of  expense,  I  had  the  iffl' 
pression  that  Mrs.  Sergeant  was  also  to  receive  this  paper  free  of  ex- 
pense; but  it  seems  that  she  was  not  included  in  the  resolution.  Shewas 
owing  a  small  amount  of  money  to  the  office  at  the  time  that  resolutioo 
was  adopted,  and  she  received  some  waste  leaves  under  it.    But  as  * 
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tamed  out  that  she  was  not  included  in  the  resolution,  she  owed  the 
oflSce  for  the  paper  she  had  received — about  the  amount  you  specify . 
For  that  amount  I  sent  the  bill  to  her  agent,  and  she  paid  it. 

Question.  It  is  in  testimony  that  you  stated  that  you  had  received 
from  Mr.  Seaman  the  impression  that  Mrs.  Sergeant  was  not  to  be 
required  to  pay  for  that  paper.  Why  was  she  not  to  be  required  to 
pay  for  it  ? 

Answer.  Well,  sir,  Mr.  Seaman  informed  me  that  thereafter  we 
should  furnish  paper  to  the  binders  for  waste  leaves ;  that  I  was  to 
keep  an  account  of  the  same  as  before,  but  that  they  were  to  account 
for  the  paper  by  the  books  they  bound,  which  account  was  made  out 
by  the  clerk ;  and  I  supposed  Mrs.  Sergeant  was  included ;  but  it  seems 
that  she  was  not.  She  owed  a  small  amount  previous  to  the  passage 
of  that  resolution.  The  amount  which  appeared  upon  the  books 
against  Mr.  Arnold  also  was  the  amount  which  he  owed  up  to  the 
time  of  the  passage  of  that  resolution ;  and  that  was  the  matter  of 
waste  leaves  which  Mr.  Seaman  settled  for,  and  that  was  the  amount 
of  money  I  understand  he  had  in  his  possession.  The  paper  con- 
tractors got  the  money  from  Mr.  Seaman  out  of  that  fund.  They 
never  got  any  certificate  for  it. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Whose  business  was  it  to  make  out 
the  certificates  monthly,  upon  which  the  clerks'  wages  were  paid  ? 

Answer.  The  business  of  the  chief  clerk. 

Question.  Were  you  chief  clerk  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  Mr.  Towers  was. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  person  drawing  pay  as  clerk  in  the 
office  while  you  were  there  who  did  not  render  service  to  the  office  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  such  person  drawing  pay  and  rendering  no 
service  while  I  was  connected  with  the  office. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Shaw  there  while  you  were  in  the  office? 

Answer.  He  was  not. 

Question.  It  was  not  during  the  time  you  were  in  the  office  that  he 
received  pay? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  but  I  think  it  was  while  I  was  in  the  office  that 
Mr.  Shaw  got  the  extra  compensation. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  When  did  you  go  into  that  office? 

Answer.  In  January,  1854. 

Question.  What  were  the  relations  existing  between  Mr.  Wendell 
and  Mr.  Seaman  ;  were  they  intimate  and  familiar  ? 

Answer.  I  think  they  have  always  been  intimate  and  familiar. 

Question.  And  knowing  each  other's  business  very  well? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that. 

Question.  What  are  the  relations  existing  between  Mr.  Megargee 
and  Mr.  Seaman  ;  have  they  been  intimate? 

Answer.  Friendly,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Peter  Gorman  has  had  any  interest 
in  the  office  since  you  were  there  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.     I  have  seen  him  in  the  office. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  ever  took  any  interest  in  getting 
contracts  for  any  parties  pressing  their  claims  upon  the  department  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Wendell  took  particular  in- 
terest in  behalf  of  any  engravers,  lithographers,  or  other  parties 
seeking  work  from  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  should  not  be  likely  to  know  that  as  it  would 
not  come  under  my  branch  of  business. 

Question.  Were  you  present  with  Mr.  Butler  and  other  paper 
manufacturers,  and  myself,  last  year  when  we  went  to  the  public  store 
and  examined  and  weighed  the  paper  in  the  public  store  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  what  we  found  to  be  the  general  defi- 
ciency in  the  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  exactly.  There  was  a  deficiency  in 
some  of  it.  Mr.  Butler  found  that  there  were  some  two  pounds  of 
deficiency  in  his  own  paper. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  some  of  it  was  deficient  eight  or  ten 
pounds  to  the  ream  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Perhaps  you  refer  to  bundles,  which  contain 
two  reams. 

Question.   Yes  ;  so  much  deficiency  in  a  bundle? 

Answer.   I  know  there  was  a  deficiency  in  some  of  it  as  to  weight. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  it  amounted  to  4,  6,  8,  and  some- 
times as  high  as  10  pounds  upon  some  of  it? 

Answer.    I  think  the  average  was  about  two  pounds. 

Question.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the  average ;  I  am  speaking  of  the 
greatest  deficiency.  Do  not  you  know  that  some  of  that  paper  which 
we  weighed  was  from  six  to  ten  pounds  deficient  to  the  bundle? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  but  some  of  it  was  from  two  and  a  half  to  three 
pounds  short  to  the  ream.     It  do  not  think  it  averaged  that. 

Question.  You  will  recollect  that  one  class  of  that  paper  over- 
weighed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  that  paper  which  over-weighed  was  furnished 
under  the  Imley  contract. 

Question.  Taking  the  paper  together,  that  which  over- weighed 
and  that  which  under-weighed,  it  made  this  average,  of  which  yon 
speak,  of  two  to  three  pounds  to  the  ream  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  because  taking  one  contractor's  paper  which 
over-weighed,  and  apply  the  excess  to  that  which  under-weighed, 
would  leave  an  average  deficiency  less  than  that.  In  reference  to 
that  particular  class  of  paper  I  referred  to,  there  were  a  few  invoices 
received  which  were  a  little  under  weight. 

Question.    How  was  the  paper  for  weighing  selected  by  us. 

Answer.    Miscellaneously,  in  bundles. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)   Where  was  the  Imley  paper  made? 

Answer.    In  Connecticut,  near  Hartford. 

Question.  Did  you  have  paper  from  Connecticut  from  only  one 
manufactory  ? 

Answer.    From  only  one. 

Question.    Who  owned  that  establishment  ? 

Answer.    Mr.  Imley  himself. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  of  anything  else  of  any 
character  connected  with  Mr.  Seaman's  account  or  business  conduct 
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while  in  tbe  office  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  which  it  is 
proper  and  right  for  this  committee  to  know  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Have  you  upon  the  record  enough  to 
explain  that  these  apparently  closed  waste  leaves  accounts,  were  lined 
by  you  only  to  show  that  the  accounts  under  the  one  arrangement  were 
stopped  there,  and  not  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  impression  that 
the  accounts  finally  were  closed  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Saturday  Morning,  February  5,  1859. 

Gborgb  D,  Jbwbtt  recalled: 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Was  there  any  paper  rejected  and 
afterwards  put  up  in  different  wrappers  and  then  received  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Were  receipts  taken  for  all  paper  which  was  delivered 
to  the  public  printer  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  they  are  on  file,  or  ought  to  be,  in  the  office. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  any  account  as  to  the  paper  received  from 
contractors  and  of  the  paper  delivered  to  the  public  printer  ? 

Answer.  I  kept  an  account  of  the  paper  received  from  the  contract- 
ors, but  the  account  of  paper  delivered  to  the  public  printer  was  in 
the  hands  of  Mr.  Towers.     It  was  his  duty  to  settle  that  account. 

Question.  Was  it  possible  for  you  at  any  particular  time  to  tell  how 
the  paper  account  between  the  government  and  the  public  printer 
stood? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  that  was  not  my  duty. 

Question.  Was  it  possible  for  any  person  in  your  office  to  do  it? 

Answer.  I  think  it  would  have  been  difficult  to  do  so,  from  the  fact 
that  the  large  works  which  had  been  ordered  by  Congress  were  in  pro- 
gress of  publication,  and  it  would  have  been  quite  difficult  to  settle 
the  paper  account. 

Question.  Would  it  be  possible  to  settle  the  account  until  all  the 
work  ordered  for  the  last  iour  or  five  years  was  completed  ? 

Answer.  It  could  not  be  very  well  until  all  the  work  was  completed. 

Question.  Do  you  think  it  possible  to  keep,  under  the  system 
adopted,  a  correct  and  satisfactory  account  between  the  government 
and  the  public  printer  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  satisfactory  accounts  can  be  kept,  but  as 
the  printer  receives  paper  from  time  to  time  for  the  publication  of 
various  works,  you  cannot  tell  what  amount  of  paper  is  required  for 
any  particular  work  until  it  is  executed.  When  a  particular  work  is 
finished  estimates  can  be  made  of  the  amount  of  paper  used. 

Question,  (byMr.  Covode.)  Did  you,  whenaworkwasfinished^  make 
up  an  estimate  of  the  amount  of  paper  in  it? 

Answer.   That  did  not  come  under  the  duties  of  my  desk. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  You  stated  last  evening  that  you  be- 
lieved, through  mistake,  a  certain  number  of  reams  of  paper  had  been 
sent  to  Mr.  Wendell,  and  received  by  him,  which  had  not  been  received 
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by  any  one  in  your  oflSce;  not  examined  or  weighed.   Do  you  recollect 
the  amount  of  that  paper  ? 

Answer.    I  do  not  recollect  the  exact  quantity.     The  books  of  the 
oflSce  will  show. 

Question.   Do  those  books  show  the  exact  number  of  reams  receiTed 
under  those  circumstances  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir  ;  and  the  invoice  book,  I  think,  has  a  memoran- 
dum attached  to  that  entry,  stating  that  fact. 

Question.   Was  it  as  great  as  2,500  reams? 

Answer.  Oh,  no,  not  so  great  a  quantity  as  that ;  although  I  do 
not  recollect  the  exact  amount. 

Question.  Was  it  half  that  amount? 

Answer.  My  recollection  is,  that  it  was  some  three  or  four  hundred 
reams. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  I  ask  you  whether  you  do  not  know 
that  Mr.  Seaman  was  induced  to  move  his  deposits  from  one  place  to 
another,  when  he  was  a  candidate  for  renomination,  in  order  to  gets 
charge  of  improper  conduct  lying  against  hiip  out  of  the  way  of  his 
renomination  ? 

Answer.  I  was  never  aware  that  he  did  remove  his  deposits.  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

[Mr.  Seaman,  upon  invitation  of  the  committee,  appeared  in  the 
committee  room,  that  he  might  propound  to  Mr.  Jewett  such  qnes- 
tions  as  he  might  desire  in  reference  to  matters  pertaining  to  the  enV 
ject  under  investigation  ;  when,  after  being  informed  of  the  testifflonr 
of  Mr.  Jewett,  and  the  questions  which  had  been  propounded  to  him 
by  the  committee,  he  declared  he  was  satisfied  with  the  examinatioD, 
and  desired  to  ask  no  questions.] 

Sylvester  J.  Meqargeb  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  (chairman.)  What  is  your  business  f 

Answer.  I  am  a  commission  merchant. 

Question.  In  what  particular  branch  ? 

Answer.  In  the  paper  business. 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Had  you  any  transactions  with  the  government  in  sap- 
plying  paper  and  other  matters,  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintend-     . 
ency  ?  i 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  '. 

Question.  State  what  they  were. 

Answer.  In  1855  I  received    orders  from  Mr.  Seaman  for  plate 
paper. 

Question.  What  amount  of  paper  did  you  supply  at  that  time? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  about  $60,000  worth.     I  was  not  a  con^    \ 
tractor  at  that  time,  I  think.  | 

Question.  How  did  you  get  that  contract  ?  \ 

Answer.  I  had  been  acquainted  with  Mr.  Seaman  a  long  time  pre-    ? 
vious.     He  gave  orders  for  it,  at  least  orders  came  from  his  office  here.    ■ 
In  fact,  I  solicited  orders.    He  gave  me  orders  and  I  fulfilled  them  by 
delivering  paper  to  various  lithographers,  and  perhaps  to  some  copper- 
plate printers.  ; 
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Question.  Describe  the  paper. 

Answer.  It  was  19  by  24  inches,  and  my  impression  is  ifc  weighed 
from  50  to  60  pounds  to  the  ream. 

Question.   What  was  the  price  of  it  ? 

Answer.  Twenty  cents  the  pound. 

Question.  Is  that  paper  generally  higher  than  ordinary  printing 
paper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  that  was  the  price  of  it  for  many  years.  It 
was  a  stereotyped  price;  as  much  so  as  that  of  anything  in  the  market. 

Question.  Is  that  the  price  of  it  at  this  time. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  that  a  fair  price  for  it  in  1855  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  and  I  received  a  full  commission  on  the  paper, 
though  it  does  not  generally  pay  a  full  commission  in  this  country. 

Question.  Who  are  the  principal  producers  of  that  paper  in  this 
country? 

Answer.  Tilaston  &  Htllingsworth  of  Boston.  They  have  a  great 
name  and  reputation. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  say  there  was  of  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  there  was  $60,000  worth.  Oh,  no; 
hold  on;  I  will  tell  you  in  a  moment.  Upon  reference  to  my  books, 
I  find  it  amounted  to  |7,717  70. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  certificates  from  Mr.  Seaman,  as  Superin- 
tendent, for  that  amount? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  a  certificate  from  Mr.  Seaman  for  any 
other  amount  of  plate  paper  at  that  time? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  received  a  certificate  from  Mr.  Seaman  for  any 
other  amount  for  plate  paper  since  that  time  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Question.  Was  that  all  the  plate  paper  you  furnished  to  the  Super- 
intendent of  Public  Printing? 

Answer,  i  did  furnish  plate  paper  in  the  following  year ;  that  is, 
between  November,  1855,  and  the  spring  of  1856. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  furnish  then? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection.  It  might  be  over  two  hundred 
reams.     I  think  it  did  not  exceed  two  hundred  reams. 

Question.  Have  you  no  account  of  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  a  separate  certificate  for  that  am  )unt? 

Answer.  I  received  certificates  for  all  the  paper  I  furnished. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  a  separate  certificate  for  that  amount? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  gross  amount  you  received  from  the 
treasury  for  plate  paper? 

Answer.  1  do  not.  I  have  not  examined  the  matter,  but  I  have 
read  General  Bowman's  report,  and  I  supposed  its  statements  in  that 
respect  were  correct. 

Question.  Were  advertisements  for  proposals  male  for  the  paper 
jou  furnished? 
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Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Did  you  come  to  Washington  to  secure  that  contract,  or 
did  Mr.  Seaman  voluntarily  send  it  to  you? 

Answer.  I  was  here  at  the  lettings  in  1855.  I  was  a  bidder,  either 
directly  or  indirectly ;  I  cannot  say  which.  My  impression  is,  i  bid 
for  all  other  papers  which  were  advertised  for.     I  do  not  think  that 

flate  paper  was  included  in  the  amount  proposed  for  at  the  time ;  but 
obtained  no  contracts. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  became  acquainted  with  him  a  short  time  before 
he  was  nominated  for  public  printer. 

Question.  Have  your  relations  with  Mr.  Seaman  been  intimate? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  as  much  so  as  parties  having  business  together 
would  be  likely  to  have. 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  to  the  government  any  other  paper 
during  his  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  furnished  forty-five  pound  pappr  in  1856. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  furnish  in  that  year? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  have  no  accounts  of  it  upon  my  books. 

Question.  What  is  your  impression  as  to  the  amount  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  21,000  reams. 

Question.  What  was  the  cost  of  it? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  $6  34  per  ream. 

Question.  Was  it  all  furnished  under  one  contract? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  aggregate  cost  of  the  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  $120,000. 

Question.  You  have  no  account  of  that  paper  in  your  books  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  that  your  usual  way  of  doing  business? 

Answer.  I  am  connected  with  three  distinct  firms  ;  none  of  them 
manufactured  any  of  this  paper  furnished  under  the  order  of  Mr. 
Seaman.  I  received  the  orders  as  the  bidder,  and  then  recontracted 
all  this  paper  with  other  parties. 

Question.  And  they  paid  you  so  much  upon  your  contract  as  profits? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  furnished  that  paper  for  1856  ? 

Answer.  Bice,  Kendell  &  Co.,  of  Boston;  Loucks  &  Hoffman,  of 
Baltimore  county,  Maryland  ;  and  James  Wilcox  &  Co.,  of  Delaware 
county,  Pennsylvania. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  any  individual  cash  account  of  money  re- 
ceived for  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  No  individual  cash  account. 

Question.  In  what  way  were  the  contracts  drawn  ;  in  your  favor  or 
that  of  the  sub-contractors  ? 

Answer.  In  my  favor. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  any  memorandum  of  the  certificates  you 
received  Irom  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  a  cash-book  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 
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Question.  Did  you  enter  the  amount  received  upon  your  cash-book  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  any  other  paper  to  the  government  during 
Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  that  oflSce  ;  I  may  have  furnished  paper  to  other 
departments. 

Question.  Did  you  contract  for  a  supply  of  paper  in  1857  ? 

Answer.  1  did. 

Question.  What  kind  of  paper  was  that? 

Answer.  Forty-five  pound  paper. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  deliver  to  the  government  under  tha . 
contract? 

Answer.  I  think  about  35,000  reams. 

Question.  What  was  that  worth? 

Answer.  1  think  1  received  $13  64  per  hundred  pounds. 

Question.  Did  the  contract  specify  the  price  by  the  hundred  pounds 
or  by  the  ream  ? 

Answer.  By  the  ream. 

Question.  How  much  was  it  per  ream? 

Answer.  $6  13^^^. 

Question.  Now  give  the  aggregate  amount  of  that  contract  of  1867. 

Answer.  $220,000. 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  any  paper  under  contract  in  1858  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  How  much? 

Answer.  I  think  about  14,000  reams. 

Question.  How  much  was  that  worth  per  ream? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  $6  OOyV- 

Question.  How  much  was  the  aggregate  cost? 

Answer.  $84,000. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  any  account  of  the  paper  delivered  in  1857 
and  1858? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Was  that  furnished  to  the  government  in  the  same  way 
that  the  paper  of  1856  was  furnished? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  furnished  by  the  same  parties? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  State  from  whom  you  got  the  paper  in  1857? 

Answer.  From  Bice,  Eendell  &  Co.,  of  Boston,  and  Loucks  &  Hoff- 
man, of  Baltimore  county,  Maryland. 

Question.  From  whom  did  you  get  the  paper  in  1858? 

Answer.  From  Megargee  &  Brothers,  Philadelphia,  Charles  Megar- 
gee  &  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Curtis  &  Brothers,  Newark,  Delaware,  and 
Loucks  &  Hoffman,  Baltimore  county,  Maryland. 

Qustion.  Is  that  all  the  paper  you  furnished  to  the  government 
during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency? 

Answer.  I  did  not  furnish  any  other  paper  directly  to  the  gov- 
ernment. 

Question.  What  memorandum,  if  any,  did  you  keep  of  the  quantity 
of  paper  delivered  by  these  various  parties  to  the  Superintendent? 
9  B 
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Answer.  Allow  me  to  answer  the  question  by  explaining  the  man- 
ner of  doing  the  business.  Paper  is  a  leading  and  heayy  article,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  handling  it  as  few  times  as  possible,  and  saWng 
expense,  I  received  the  invoices  from  the  parties  furnishing  the  paper, 
and  would  send  duplicates  thereof  to  my  agent  here,  and  to  the  iSnper- 
intendent's  oflSce,  with  a  request  to  the  office  to  meet  my  agent  at  the 
delivery  of  the  paper,  and  keep  an  account  of  all  paper  delivered.  1 
would  then  come  here  myself,  or  send  certain  parties,  to  make  up  the 
account  of  the  paper  delivered  with  the  Superintendent.  Sometimes 
the  invoices  would  not  agree  with  the  accounts  of  paper  delivered, 
and  the  matter  wou.d  have  to  be  examined  into.  When  the  accounts 
were  finally  made  to  agree,  I  would  get  a  certificate  for  the  amount, 
and  that  would  close  the  matter. 

Question.  Who  was  your  agent  here? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wendell  for  two  years,  and  Mr.  Edward  Towers  for 
the  following  year. 

Question.  In  what  years  did  Mr.  Wendell  act  as  agent? 

Answer.  During  the  years  1856  and  1857,  and  Mr,  Towers  in  1858. 

Question.  Had  you  any  agent  in  1865? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  delivered  any  paper  in  1855;  I  may  have 
done  so. 

Question.  How  did  you  keep  your  accounts  between  the  parties  from 
whom  you  purchased  this  paper  and  yourself? 

Answer.  Those  accounts  were  kept  by  Megargee  &  Brothers;  I  was 
a  member  of  that  firm  ;  that  was  in  1856  and  1857. 

Question.  How  were  those  accounts  kept  in  1858  ? 

Answer.  By  Megargee  &  Brothers. 

Question.  Did  Megargee  &  Brothers  keep  any  account  of  mooej 
received  and  money  paid  upon  this  paper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then,  in  your  answer  to  the  question  which  I  put,  as  to 
whether  you  kept  any  account,  you  meant  to  say  you  kept  no  indi- 
vidual account  ? 

Answer.  You  asked  me  whether  I  kept  an  individual  cash-book.  I 
said  I  did  ;  I  said  I  had  kept  an  individual  cash-book  many  jears. 
I  wished  to  make  an  explanation  at  the  time  how  it  was  that  I  had 
no  statement  upon  my  books,  but  you  requested  me  to  defer  it  for 
the  present. 

I  am  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Megargee  &  Brothers,  and  all  the 
purchases,  so  far  as  the  printing  paper  is  concerned,  are  made  on  the 
account  of  Megargee  &  Brothers,  and  paid  for  by  them.  Contracts 
were  made  by  them  with  the  various  manufacturers,  and  they  were 
the  responsible  parties  to  pay,  although  the  government  knew  nobodj  < 
but  myself  in  the  transactions.  The  receipts  of  money  from  the 
government  are  upon  their  books. 

Question.  Are  you  at  present  a  member  of  that  firm? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  Were  you  served  with  a  subpcena,  duces  tecymj  to  bring 
the  books  showing  those  transactions  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Have  you  brought  the  books? 
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nswer  In  obedience  to  the  subpoena,  as  I  understood  it,  I  got 
the  books  of  Megargee  &  Brothers  to  bring  with  me  ;  and  being 
for  by  the  counsel  of  the  firm  that  morning  to  attend  to  some 
ncss  which  needed  to  be  attended  to,  I  went.  During  conversa- 
with  him  I  told  him  I  had  got  to  go  to  Washington.  I  told  him 
business  ;  showed  him  my  summons,  and  told  him  what  arrange- 
its  I  was  making.  He  told  me  I  had  no  right  to  take  the  books 
Megargee  &  Brothers  under  that  subpoena,  and  if  I  did,  that  I 
Id  be  sent  back  for  my  own.  I  brought  my  books, 
uestion.  Why  did  you  not  bring  the  books  of  Megargee  & 
thers,  which  will  show  these  transactions? 
nswtr.  I  had  no  objection  to  bringing  them  ;  but  I  came  to  the 
elusion  that  if  I  took  those  books  I  should  be  altogether  wrong, 
therefore  I  brought  no  other  books  than  my  own.  You  will  find 
books  regularly  kept  and  balanced  every  month, 
uestion,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  Did  you  not  know,  by  reading  this 
joeia,  that  the  books  therein  referred  to  were  the  books  of 
;argee  &  Brothers? 

nswer.  I  thought  so  myself,  and  I  got  the  books  ready,  but  the 
isel  whom  I  and  the  firm  employ  said  I  did  not  need  those  books, 
that  if  I  took  them  I  would  be  sent  back  for  my  own.  I  told 
that  in  1855  I  had  an  account  with  the  government.  He  asked 
it  I  kept  books.  I  told  him  I  did,  and  which  were  balanced  every 
tth.  He  said  those  were  the  books  to  take  along  with  me,  and 
;  I  had  no  right  to  take  the  books  of  the  company, 
uestion.  Who  so  advised  you? 
nswer.  Mr.  Webster. 

uestion,  (by  Mr.  Taylor.)  Does  the  book  you  have  here  show  a 
ect  statement  of  the  account  kept  for  plate  paper  furnished  in  1855  ? 
nswer.  Yes,  sir ;  so  long  as  I  was  in  business  in  1855. 
uestion.  Then  all  the  plate  paper  you  furnished  in  1856  to  the 
srnment  is  charged  in  that  book  ? 

nswer.  There  may  have  been  paper  furnished  from  the  1st  of  De- 
ber,  1854,  to  the  1st  of  January,  1855,  the  account  of  which  is  not 
gained  in  that  book.  At  that  time  I  took  in  two  brothers  into  part- 
jhip,  and  altered  the  whole  character  of  my  business  in  1855 ;  and 
lay  have  been  that  simultaneous  with  that  movement  and  change 
usiness  that  Megargee  &  Brothers  may  have  had  one  or  two  trans- 
3n8  with  the  government  which  are  not  noticed, 
uestion.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  any  plate  paper  which  was 
lished  to  the  government  in  1855  which  does  not  appear  upon  that 
I? 

nswer.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  not  more  than  |2,000  worth, 
uestion.  Was  all  the  paper  that  was  supplied  under  the  contract 
ified  paid  for  by  certificates  on  the  treasury  of  the  United  States  ? 
nswer  Yes,  sir,  every  ream  of  it.  I  remember  that  they  got  into 
flSculty  at  one  time  in  the  office  in  reference  to  some  paper  I  deliv- 
.  I  did  not  mind  what  that  difficulty  was,  whether  in  reference  to 
►  paper  or  plate  paper,  if  I  got  my  money.  It  was  a  matter  which 
to  be  left  with  the  committee,  either  of  the  Senate  or  of  the  House, 
not  recollect  which,  and  they  said  the  matter  would  be  arranged. 
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The  matter  run  on  for  a  long  time,  and  then  they  said  that  this  paper 
which  I  had  furnished  could  not  be  allowed  for.  This  was  a  year  sub- 
sequent to  the  iumishing  of  the  paper.  They  said  the  printers  had 
used  up  the  paper,  and  that  tl\e  committee  would  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  They  eaid  that,  frond  the  fact  that  1  had  no  voucher  or  receipt 
for  the  delivery  of  that  paper,  they  would  not  pay  for  it.  I  showed 
them  the  order  1  had  for  the  paper  from  the  oflSce,  and  it  was  finally 
paid  for,  after  a  great  deal  of  trouble.  It  was  a  small  matter  of  only 
|107. 

Question.  Was  that  the  only  misunderstanding  or  difficulty  you 
ever  had  in  getting  your  certificates? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  that  small  amount  by  a  certificate  upon 
the  treasury  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did.  It  might  have  been  included  in  some  other 
amount. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  furnish  any  paper  to  the  government  under 
those  contracts,  or  in  any  way  whatever,  for  which  you  have  not 
received  a  certificate,  and  which  you  charged  to  the  account  of  Mr. 
Seaman,  the  Superintendent? 

Answer.  I  never,  to  my  recollection,  charged  any  paper  to  Mr. 
Seaman,  as  Superintendent;  the  paper  was  charged  by  the  various 
firms  directly  to  the  United  States  government;  all  such  contractors 
have  fictitious  entries  for  the  purpose  of  balancing  their  books.  My 
impression  is,  that  the  paper  was  charged  to  S.  J.  Megargee  for  con- 
tracts, class  one.  Now,  you  want  to  know  whether  I  have  e?er 
furnished  any  paper  for  which  I  did  not  receive  the  certificate  of  the 
Superintendent  for  payment;  I  have  furnished  paper  for  which  I  did 
not  receive  such  certificate. 

Question.  How  much  paper  have  you  furnished  under  these  circum- 
stances ? 

Answer.  Somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  1,700  reams;  I  could 
tell  precisely  by  referring  to  the  books  kept  by  my  agent  here. 

Question.  What  agent? 

Answer.  Mr.  Towers. 

Question.  How  were  you  paid  for  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  paid  me  for  that  paper. 

Question.  In  what  way  ? 

Answer.  I  think,  in  the  first  place,  he  gave  me  a  check  on  Suter, 
Lea  &  Co  for  the  whole  amount  ? 

Question.  How  much? 

Answer.  About  $10,000;  he  then  asked  whether  it  would  make  any 
difference  with  me  if  he  gave  me  a  draft  at  thirty  days  for  a  portion  of 
it;  I  told  him  it  would  make  no  difierence,  and  he  then  gave  me  a 
check  for,  I  think,  about  $7,000  on  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.,  and  his  accept- 
ance at  thirty  days  for  the  balance. 

Question.  What  did  you  do  with  the  check  ? 

Answer.  I  went  to  the  banking-house  of  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.,  and  they 
save  me  a  draft  for  the  amount  on  some  house  in  New  York  or  Phila- 
delphia, I  cannot  say  which. 

Question.  How  was  that  check  drawn  ? 
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Answer.  I  presume  it  was  drawn  to  my  order. 

Question.  Did  it  specify  any  particular  account  at  the  bank  from 
which  the  money  was  to  he  drawn  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  ahle  to  say. 

Question.  When  you  received  a  draft  on  New  York  or  Philadelphia 
for  that  check,  was  that  draft  paid  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  so. 

Question.  What  did  you  do  with  the  draft  ? 

Answer.  I  deposited  it  or  sold  it,  I  am  not  able  to  say  which;  if  it 
was  worth  a  premium,  I  presume  I  sold  it. 

Question.  What  became  of  the  acceptance  which  Mr.  Seaman  gave 
you? 

Answer.  That  acceptance  I  placed  to  the  account  of  S.  G.  Megargee 
on  the  books  of  Megargee  &  Brothers. 

Question.  As  yon  are  a  member  of  that  firm,  you  can  probably  tell 
what  became  of  the  acceptance  ? 

Answer.  The  acceptance  was  not  met  at  maturity;  it  may  have 
been  partially  met,  but  not  wholly  so;  payments  were  made  on  it  from 
time  to  time;  I  called  his  attention  to  it  a  great  many  times,  but  it 
run  on  until  the  May  following,  before  it  was  fully  paid.  It  was  paid 
by  dralts  from  Mr.  Jewett,  one  of  the  clerks  in  the  S-;perintendent'8 
oflSce,  covering  the  original  amount  of  the  acceptance,  but  not  cover- 
ing the  interest. 

Question.  Then  it  is  not  all  paid  yet? 

Answer.  The  amount  due  on  the  face  of  the  draft  has  been  paid 
and  the  drait  given  up,  but  the  interest  was  not  paid 

Question.  How  long  since  was  the  last  payment  made  on  that  draft? 

Answer.  My  impression  is,  that  the  last  payment  was  made  in  May, 
1857.  I  tried  to  look  into  the  matter  from  my  books,  but  I  could  not 
make  it  out  satisfactorily,  because  the  entries  were  fictitious  entries.  I 
found  a  remittance  in  the  shape  of  a  draft  on  a  broker  in  Philadelphia 
for  $1,300,  which  I  believe  was  the  last  payment. 

Question.  What  broker? 

Answer.  Hutchinson,  I  believe. 

Question.  Was  it  drawn  by  Mr.  Seaman,  or  by  some  one  else? 

Answer.  It  was  drawn  by  some  banker,  I  think. 

Question.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  whether  the  entire  amount 
of  that  draft  has,  in  fact,  absolutely  been  paid  at  any  time  ? 

Answer.  He  paid  the  original  amount  of  the  draft.  The  interest 
has  not  all  been  paid,  so  far  as  I  can  ascertain  from  the  books  ;  that 
is,  the  amount  of  interest  which  the  draft  should  bear. 

Question.  Do  either  of  the  books  you  have  here  show  the  moneyed 
transactions  in  relation  to  that  particular  invoice? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  I  know  which  are  the  particular  entries, 
if  I  had  the  book  here  which  contained  them.  My  attention  was 
called  to  it,  having  heard  that  there  was  a  question  about  this  par- 
ticular transaction. 

Question.   From  whom  did  you  learn  that  fact? 

Answer.  From  one  of  the  clerks  in  the  oflSce  of  the  Superintendent. 

Question.  What  is  his  name  ? 

Answer.  Dr.  Quail. 
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Quefition.  Did  he  volunteer  it  to  you,  or  did  you  go  Ihere  to  get  tbat 
information. 

Answer.  He  volunteered  the  information,  and  then  called  my  atten- 
tion to  the  entry  on  the  books  of  the  office  in  relation  to  it. 

Question.  Was  that  the  only  invoice  for  which  you  were  paid  by 
Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.     It  is  the  only  invoice. 

Question.  Were  certificates  issued  for  all  the  others  ? 

Answer.  Certificates  were  issued  for  all  the  others,  and  I  think  I 
generally  received  the  drafts  on  the  treasury  directly  from  Mr.  Casey 
hy  mail. 

Question.  Will  you  now  state  whether  you  have  received  the  whole 
amount  of  these  certificates  from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  Did  you  generally  collect  them  yourself,  or  through  your 
agents  here  ? 

Answer.  The  majority  of  the  drafts  were  mailed  directly  from  Mr. 
Casey.  At  first  Mr  Gideon  attended  to  a  few  of  them,  hut  I  found 
it  was  giving  him  a  good  deal  of  unnecessary  trouble,  as  he  ne?er 
charged  anything,  and  I  had  a  very  large  amount  of  business  here  to 
he  done. 

Question.  Wx?re  any  of  them  collected  by  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Were  any  of  them  collected  by  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  any  certificates  for  paper  which 
hud  not,  at  the  time  they  were  issued,  been  delivered  to  the  depart- 
ment? 

Answer.  I  never  have. 

Question  Have  you  ever  been  paid  by  the  government  for  paper 
which  had  not,  at  the  time  of  the  payment,  been  delivered  to  the  de 
partment  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  How  was  the  paper  you  supplied  to  the  government 
generally  directed  ? 

Answer.  The  paper  was  marked  G.  P.,  24  by  38,  45  pounds. 

QuesMon.  Do  you  mean  the  paper  itself,  or  the  manifest? 

Answer.  The  paper  itself. 

Question.  How  was  the  manifest  made  out  and  directed? 

Answer.  It  was  directed  to  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing, 
care  of  E.  Towers,  agent. 

Question.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  collecting  money  in  Phila- 
delphia for  Mr.  Seaman  any  way  ? 

Answer.  I  have  attended  to  business  matters  there  for  him. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  collected  money  there  for  him? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  received  money  for.  him. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  parties? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.    Will  you  give  me  their  names? 

Answer.  I  think  I  collected  money  for  him,  the  proceeds  of  a  note 
from  Pressbury  &  Billings,  proprietors  of  the  Girard  House. 
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Question.   Have  you  collected  money  for  him  from  any  person  else? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  received  remittances  for  him  from  any  person 
else? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  received  any  mone/,  or  any  valuable  consid- 
eration or  voucher,  from  any  other  party  in  Philadelphia  to  remit  to 
Mr.  Seaman  or  to  Cornelius  Wendell  in  this  city  ? 

Answer.  I  have,  at  different  times,  remitted  a  good  deal  of  money 
to  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether  you  have  received  it  from  any 
government  contractor,  or  from  any  one  doing  business  with  the 
office  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  remember  one  government  contractor  from 
whom  I  received  money  to  be  remitted  to  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  Will  you  state  his  name  ? 

Answer.  Van  Ingen. 

Question.  When  did  you  receive  that  money? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.  I  think  I  received  money  from  him 
once  to  give  to  Mr.  Wendell,  or  to  hand  to  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  ? 

Answer.  My  recollection  is,  that  it  was  $500  in  cash,  though  I  am 
not  certain. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  you  ever  received  a  bill  or 
certificate  from  Mr.  Van  Ingen  entitling  him  to  a  certain  amount 
from  the  treasury  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  received  a  certificate  from  him. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  of  that? 

Answer    I  do  not. 

Question.  What  did  you  do  with  it?  ^ 

Answer.  If  he  gave  me  orders  to  deliver  it  to  Mr.  Wendell,  I 
either  sent  it  to  him  or  handed  it  to  him. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  ever  collected  any  bill 
for  Mr.  Van  Ingen  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  What  did  Mr.  Van  Ingen  say  when  he  handed  you  this 
bill  or  certificate? 

Answer.  My  recollection  is,  that  he  told  me  to  send  it  to  Mr.  Wen- 
dell, or  to  hand  it  to  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  money  from  Mr.  Wendell  to 
hand  to  Mr.  Van  Ingen  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did. 

Question.  Was  it  before  or  after  this  transaction  with  Mr.  Van 
Ingen  of  which  you  have  testified  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say, 

Question.  Was  it  money,  or  was  it  a  draft? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  a  draft. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  that  draft? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  what  Mr.  Wendell  said  or  wrote  to  you 
as  to  the  draft  ? 
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Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  What  per  centage  do  you  pay  your  agents  in  the  city  of 
Washington  for  transacting  your  business  with  the  government? 

Answer.  I  never  had  any  agreement  with  them  in  respect  to  their 
per  centage;  they  just  made  out  their  charges  and  I  paid  them.  They 
always  gave  me  to  understand  that  their  charges  would  be  moderate. 
One  of  them  yesterday  told  me  that  he  had  sent  on  a  bill,  but  I  did 
not  even  ask  the  amount  of  it.  I  have  examined  their  bills  from  time 
to  time,  found  them  not  to  be  unreasonable,  and  have  paid  them. 

Question.  Do  your  books  show  the  amount  you  have  had  standing 
between  you  and  your  agents  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  just  take  the  bills  and  vouchers,  examine  them, 
and,  finding  them  to  be  correct,  destroy  them. 

Question.  Are  vou  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Charles  Megargee  & 

Co.?  ;' 

Answer.  No,  si;*;  I  was  at  one  time. 

Question.  What  is  the  difference  between  the  firms  of  Megargee  & 
Brothers  and  Charles  Megargee  &  Co.? 

Answer.  I  was  the  head  and  founder  of  the  house  of  Megargee  & 
Co.  at  one  time,  but  I  do  not  think  that  any  such  house  has  been  in 
existence  for  some  time. 

Question.  Then  the  contract  here  mentioned  in  the  report  of  the 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  with  Charles  Megargee  &  Co.  re- 
fers to  a  firm  of  which  you  were  a  member  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  some  years  ago. 

Question.  When  did  you  cease  to  be  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Charles 
Megargee  &  Co.? 

Answer.  The  1st  of  July,  1854. 

Question.  You  say  the  accounts  of  this  paper  are  in  the  books  of 
the  firm  of  Megargee  &  Brothers.     Is  that  the  firm  now  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  When  was  that  firm  organized  ? 

Answer.  In  the  fall  of  1855. 

Question.  Who  composes  that  firm  ? 

Answer.  8.  J.  Megargee,  J.  N.  Megargee,  and  Theodore  Megargee. 
The  two  last  named  attend  to  the  manufacturing  of  paper. 

Question.  You  are  the  head  of  the  firm  at  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Has  the  firm  of  Megargee  &  Brothers  supplied  any  paper 
to  government  as  a  firm  ? 

Answer.  They  are  supplying  the  government  at  present. 

Question.  I  mean  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency. 

Answer.  Not  to  my  recollection.  They  may  have  supplied  some 
little  quantity,  but  certainly  not  to  any  amount. 

Monday  Morning,  February  7,  1859. 

Sylvester  J.  Megargee  was  recalled,  and  his  examination  beiDg  re- 
sumed, he  stated  to  the  committee  that  he  had,  upon  consultation, 
concluded  that  the  committee  had  no  right  to  the  books  of  the  firm 
of  Megargee  &  Brothers,  and  that  he  was  confident  that  one  of  the 
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firm,  Irwin  N.  Megargee,  would  object  to  their  being  brought  from 
Philadelphia;  and  that  he  (the  witness)  was  willing  to  submit  to  the 
committee  a  certified  copy  of  all  matters  upon  those  books  connected 
with  the  subjects  to  which  the  inquiries  of  the  committee  were 
directed. 

Monday  Evening,  February  7,  1859. 

Peter  Gorman  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  know  him. 

Question.  Hare  you  ever  had  any  business  in  his  office  as  Superin- 
tendent of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  have  been  frequently  in  his  office. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  spoken  to  him  in  relation  to  bids  for  paper, 
lithographing,  or  engraving,  with  the  view  of  obtaining  contracti  for 
particular  parties  ? 

Answer.  It  is  very  likely  I  have  ;  I  think  I  have. 

Question.  For  what  parties  ? 

Answer.  For  several ;  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  mention  the 
names  with  certainty  ;  I  think  I  have  spoken  to  him  in  relation  to  Mr. 
Wagner  ;  I  cannot  be  positive,  however. 

Question.  To  what  firm  does  he  belong  ? 

Answer.  To  the  firm  of  Wagner  &  McQ-uigan,  of  Philadelphia. 

Question.  For  any  person  else  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  spoken  for  Mr.  Ackerman,  of  New  York  ; 
I  think  I  have  spoken  of  a  man  by  the  name  of  Hoen,  of  the  firm  of 
Hoen  &  Brothers,  or  of  Hoen  &  Co.,  of  Baltimore. 

Question.  For  any  one  else? 

Answer.  I  think  I  spoke  for  a  young  man  by  the  name  of  Graham, 
of  this  city,  but  I  am  not  positive. 

Question.  C.  B.  Graham  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  spoken  for  a  Mr.  Segar,  of  this  city  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  not. 

Question.   Have  you  ever  spoken  for  Sinclair  &  Co. ,  of  Philadelphia ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Or  of  Sarony  &  Co.,  of  New  York  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  Or  of  P.  S.  Duval  &  Co.,  of  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  I  am  not  positive.     I  think  it  is  more  than  likely  that  I 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  any  one  else? 

Answer.  It  is  probable  that  I  have  not.  I  have  a  slight  suspicion 
on  my  mind  that  I  have  spoken  for  a  man  by  the  name  of  Lawrence, 
of  New  York.  They  are  very  clever  men.  What  I  did  for  them  was 
some  years  ago.     I  have  done  nothing  of  the  sort  recently. 

Question.  Have  you  spoken  in  behalf  of  any  paper  contractors  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Megargee,  of  Philadelphia? 


138  TESTIMONY. 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  am  not  acquaiated  with  him.  I  know  him  by 
reputation. 

Question.  What  was  your  ohject  in  seeing  Mr.  Seaman  in  hehalf  of 
these  gentlemen  ? 

Answer.  I  spoke  to  him  of  them  merely  as  deserving  men,  and 
intimated  that  if  he  had  any  work  to  let  in  their  line  of  business,  thej 
were  good  men  to  give  it  to 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  them  succeeded  in  getting 
work  through  your  kindness  ? 

Answer.  I  know  they  did  not. 

Question.  Have  any  of  them  had  work  of  him  ? 

Answer.  They  did  not  get  it  at  that  time.  Some  of  them  have  bad 
work  since,  I  understand. 

Question.  How  long  ago  was  it  that  yoa  spoke  to  Mr.  Seaman  on 
this  subject  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  long  time  ago,  at  a  very  early  stage  of  his  super- 
intendency. 

Question.  Did  these  parties  get  work  after  that  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  at  the  time,  though  several  of  them  failed.  I 
think,  perliaps,  Mr.  Graham  succeeded,  but  not  through  my  inflaencc. 
If  the  committee  will  permit  me,  I  will  explain  what  I  have  had  to 
do  with  the  matter.  Many  years  ago,  having  a  matter  before  Con- 
gress, I  found  that  it  was  necessary  to  have  friends  to  get  througb  mjr 
own  matter,  and  afterwards  I  gave  the  subject  of  giving  assistance  to 
others  some  little  attention.  For  some  years  the  entire  engraving  for 
Congress,  what  little  there  was  of  it,  was  in  the  hands  of  committeefl 
of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  They  gave  out  the  work  on  tbcii 
own  responsibility,  and  I  would  go  to  the  committees  in  behalf  of  mj 
friends.  Since  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency,  I  do  not  know  bow  it 
has  been  managed.  There  has  always  been  a  committee  on  the  sub- 
ject in  each  House  of  Congress,  but  I  think  the  contractors  have  gone 
mostly  to  him  for  work.  During  the  time  when  the  work  was  in  the 
hands  of  these  committees,  I  have  several  times  become  interested  in 
hehalf  of  some  of  these  bidders.  They  would  take  sometimes  the 
lowest  bidders,  and  sometimes  divide  the  work  among  different  bidders,  i^ 
At  that  time  several  of  these  men  had  never  received  contracts  (ot  f^ 
doing  government  work,  and  were  thankful  to  be  thrown  into  it.  p 
When  Mr.  Seaman  came  into  the  office  I  merely  took  occasion  once  f^ 
or  twice  to  place  them  in  the  right  position  before  him,  as  clever  fflen,  ^ 
who  understood  their  business.  I  soon  found,  however,  that  I  oooli  |^ 
have  no  influence  for  them  ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  they  at  once  told  j 
me  that  I  could  not  approach  Mr.  Seaman  in  any  shape  or  form. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris  )  Who  told  you  that  ?  ^^ 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Wagner  was  one.     There  were  others  who 
intimated,  without  exactly  saying  it  in   so  many  words,  tbst  Mr- 
Seaman  could  not  be  approached  by  any  outside  influence;  and  with  *  •=« 
a  view  of  injuring  my  position  these  men  in  the  33d  Congress  got  "P  ,^ 
a  report  respecting  me.     They  made  statements  concerning  me,  with  ^ 
a  view  of  destroying  my  influence  with  the  Committee  on  Engraving,  [ 
and  driving  me  from  the  whole  matter.     I  solicited  an  investigatwfl     ^ 
upon  the  part  of  that  committee,  but  it  was  not  granted  me.  ! 
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Question.  Who  were  these  parties  who  circulated  reports  prejudicial 
to  you  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Ackerman  was  one,  and  there  were  others  whom  I  had 
served.  I  did  not  hear  it  directly  frota  them,  hut  without  hearing  it 
absolutely  I  learned  very  soon  who  the  parties  were  and  where  the 
report  came  from. 

Question.  Where  did  it  come  from  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  came  from  headquarters. 

Question.  What  do  yon  mean  by  headquarters? 

Answer.  I  mean  the  Superintendent.  I  always  looked  upon  him  in 
that  way^  though  I  never  heard  him  say  so. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  Seaman 
receiving  money,  directly  or  indirectly,  from  any  one  of  these  parties? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say  that  I  have,  only  from  general  rumor. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  his  receiving  money  from  any 
party  contracting  with  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  could  not  name  any  particular  party. 

Question.  What  have  you  heard  ? 

Answer.  The  rumor  was,  that  he  came  into  the  office  a  very  poor 
young  man,  and  his  style  of  living,  fine  horses,  &c.,  made  general 
talk — merely  public  rumor — knowing  that  his  salary  would  not  sup- 
port him  in  that  style  of  living.  That  is  all.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  it,  of  my  own  knowledge,  in  any  shape  or  form.  The 
state  of  things  arose  which  I  have  mentioned  very  early  in  his  admin- 
istration, and  I  have  never  approached  him  from  that  day  to  this. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  money  from  any  of  these  parties 
you  have  named  for  your  influence,  such  as  you  have  described  ? 

(fVitness.  For  influence  with  Mr.  Seaman? 

The  Chairman.  For  your  influence  either  before  Mr.  Seaman  or  the 
Committee  on  Engraving?) 

Answer.  It  is  likely  that  I  have,  from  most  of  them.  In  some  in- 
stances I  have  assisted  them  in  a  just  and  proper  way  to  get  work  from 
the  Committee  on  Engraving,  and  there  was  no  other  way  by  which 
anything  could  be  obtained  from  them. 

Question.  Can  you  name  the  particular  parties  from  whom  you 
received  money? 

Answer.  I  have  received  small  sums  at  different  times  from  several 
of  them.  I  think  I  have  received  something,  perhaps,  from  Mr. 
Wagner  and  from  Mr.  Ackerman. 

Question.  From  Mr.  Graham  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  but  I  did  from  Mr.  Graham. 

Question.  From  Mr.  Duval? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  at  this  time,  though  it  may  be  that 
I  did. 

Question.  From  Mr.  Lawrence  ? 

Answer.  It  may  be  I  did.     I  think  it  likely  that  I  did. 

Question.  A  large  or  small  sum  ? 

Answer.  It  could  not  have  been  a  very  large  sum. 

Question    As  much  as  $800  ? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been  $600  or  $800.  Whatever  I  received  was 
given  me  voluntarily. 
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Question.  For  what  particular  aenrice  was  this  money  received? 

Answer.  Merely  for  acting  as  agent  of  these  parties  here,  inform- 
ing whenever  there  was  work  advertised,  and  sometimes  when  there 
was  no  advertisement,  inviting  them  to  conie  here  and  make  propo- 
sals. Then  sometimes  I  would  inform  the  committee  that  they  were 
good,  clever,  and  suitable  business  men. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  money  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
it  to  Mr.  Seaman  or  to  any  member  of  the  Committee  on  Engraving  or 
any  member  of  Congress? 

Answer.  Never;  I  never  approached  a  member  in  that  way  in  my  life. 

Question.  Then  the  entire  amounts  you  have  received  from  these 
parties  have  been  for  your  especial  benefit,  and  for  your  own  services? 

Answer.  For  my  own  services  alone;  and  I  got  badly  cheated  in  a 
good  many  instances,  too.  I  incurred  heavy  expenses  in  travelling  to 
and  from  New  York,  and  in  other  ways,  for  the  benefit  of  parties  who 
never  paid  me  a  dollar  for  it  afterwards. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  It  is  in  testimony  that  to  some  of  these 
parties  who  paid  money  to  you,  you  represented  yourself  as  influential 
with  certain  members  of  Congress  as  an  inducing  reason  why  thej 
should  pay  you  for  their  services;  will  you  state  in  what  that  interest 
consisted  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  making  any  such  representations, 
though  it  is  very  likely  that  I  may  have  said  to  some  of  those  parties 
whom  I  had  become  interested  in  that  I  had  friends  who  would  place 
confidence  in  my  statements  that  these  parties  were  clever  men  and 
good  business  men.  I  may  have  said  something  of  that  sort,  though 
as  it  is  four  or  five  years  since  I  have  had  anything  to  do  with  matters 
of  this  kind,  I  cannot  recollect. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  then,  that  your  influence  in  con- 
nexion with  these  matters  was  an  influence  growing  merely  out  of 
personal  acquaintance,  or  do  you  refer  to  a  corrupt  influence? 

Answer.  I  mean  personal  acquaintance;  nothing  else.  I  have  never 
had  anything  to  do  with  corrupt  influence,  or  anything  of  that  kind. 
Since  1  have  been  here,  I  have  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  men.  I 
have  made  friends,  and  warm  friends.  I  got  a  matter  through  the 
Senate  on  Saturday  last  for  a  friend  of  mine.  Members  will  take  un- 
usual pains  sometimes  when  a  matter  is  just  and  right,  from  personal 
feeling.  I  do  a  great  many  things,  and  sometimes  members  become 
warmly  attached  to  me,  and  when  a  thing  is  clearly  just  and  right 
kindness  is  reciprocated. 

Question.  Were  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Seaman  before  his  ap- 
pointment as  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  know  him.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I 
had  ever  seen  him  before  his  appointment  to  office. 

Question.  Zou  say  that  after  Mr.  Seaman's  appointment  to  office 
you  were  informed  by  these  parties  for  whom  you  had  been  at  work 
that  you  would  have  no  influence  with  him? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  and  that  no  outside  influence  would  reach  him? 

Question.   What  do  you  mean  by  outside  influence? 

Answer.  The  inference  I  drew  was,  that  they  must  go  directly  to 
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Seaman  if  they   wanted  to  makf  any  arrangement  about  their 
As  I  remarked,  they  started  reports  calculated  to  injure  me 
Qan,and  my  influence  in  these  matters. 

sstion    Has  any  part  of  the  consideration   money   you  have 
ed  from  these  parties  in  these  various  transactions   gone  into 
Binds  of  any  persons  in  the  employment  of  the  government  infla- 
.  in  giving  out  these  contracts? 
swer.  Not  a  dollar. 

estion.  Have  you  at  any  time  had  any  arrangement  in  the  employ 
e  government,  in  connexion  with  giving  out  work,  by  which 
were  to  receive  any  consideration  for  giving  out  work  ? 
swer.  None  whatever. 

estion.  Why  could  you  not  exercise  any  influence  with  Mr, 
an  as  Superintendent? 
ijwer.  That  I  do  not  know. 

estion.  Did  you  make  any  attempt  to  exercise  any  influence  with 
seaman,  or  to  get  work  for  parties  whom  you  represented? 
Lswer.  1  spoke  to  him  on  the  subject  to  the  extent  perhaps  of 

or  four  times;  I  could  not  say  positively  how  often.    He  always 
iested  great  friendship  and  kindness  when  I  spoke  to  him.     I 
Ly  represented  that  these  were  deserving  men,  but  I  found  that  I 
.  not  influence  him  in  any  way  that  I  considered  legitimate, 
estion.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  you  found  you  could  not 
3nce  Mr.  Seaman  in  any  way  you  considered  legitimate  ? 
iswer.  Well,  probably  he  did  not  seem  to  want  to  recognize  me 
at  way,  or  to  respect  any  recommendation  that  I  made.  He  never 
anything  to  me  particularly,  but  I  heard  it  from  others, 
lestion.  Did  you  believe  there  was  any  way  in  which  you  could 
tte  with  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Lswer.  I  did  not  believe  that  I  could  do  anything  with  him  in 
)ther  way. 

lestion.  Will  you  explain  just  what  you  mean  by  the  use  of  that 
,  legitimate? 

iswer.  Well,  you  know  I  cannot  speak  positively  in  these  mat- 
for  I  do  not  know  anything  of  my  own  knowledge.  I  thought 
^sired  to  arrange  his  business  himself,  within  himself,  and  not  to 

any  third  parties  in  the  matter. 

lestion.  When  you  speak  of  arranging  this  business  himself,  do 
nean  giving  out  contracts,  under  fair  bids,  in  the  legitimate  course 
isinesH  in  his  office  ;  or  did  you  mean  in  connexion  with  any  in- 
t  to  himself? 

aswer.  Well,  I  drew  my  inference  from  the  general  programme 
movements.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  say  anything  positively, 
s  fully  satisfied  that  my  mode  of  business  would  not  suit  Mr. 
lan.     1  would  not  offer  any  inducements  in  any  shape  of  that 

to  any  friend  I  had. 
lestion.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  that   if  you  had  offered 

inducements  you  would  have  been  influential  in  securing  business 
our  friends  ? 

nswer.  I  believe  I  could  not ;  and  from  the  fact  that  an  effort  had 
I  made  with  a  view  to  destroy  my  influence  with  Mr.  Seaman^ 
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which  I  did  not  consider  of  any*account,  and  with  the  Committee  on 
Engraving,  then  it  was  that  I  was  informed  by  these  men  that  I 
could  not  serve  them  any  longer. 

Question.  Did  they  tell  you  why  you  could  not  serve  them  any 
longer  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  but  I  was  fully  satisfied  that  I  could  not  do  any- 
thing with  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  Did  any  of  them  ever  tell  you  why  they  thought  you 
could  not  do  anything  with  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  know  that  they  did. 

Question^  (by  the  Chairman.)  Did  any  of  them  suggest  any  other 
person  who  could  be  influential  with  him? 

Answer.  It  is  likely  that  one  or  two  of  them  told  me  who  they 
would  get  to  act  as  their  agents. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  who  they  said  they  were  intending  to  get? 

Answer.  It  appears  to  me  that  Mr.  Wendell  was  one  and  Mr. 
Gideon  another. 

Question.  Did  they  say  why  they  thought  of  employing  these  gen- 
tlemen in  preference  to  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  they  never  gave  me  any  reason  that  I  recollect. 

Question.  You  stated  in  your  previous  testimony  that  you  received 
money  from  parties  whom  you  know  ;  do  you  remember  how  much  you 
received  from  Mr.  Wacner  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  you  received  any  from  Mr.  Wagner? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  I  am  certain  I  did,  though  not  during  the  period 
of  Mr.  Seaman's  administration. 

Question.  Who  told  you  that  they  would  employ,  or  intended  to 
employ,  Mr.  Wendell  or  Mr.  Gideon? 

Answer.  Perhaps  the  expression,  they  would  employ  these  men, 
was  not  used  ;  they  remarked  that  Mr.  Wendell  was  the  man  who  had 
influence,  and  that  Mr.  Gideon  had  influence.  They  talked  over  the 
matter,  and  probably  in  the  course  of  con vei  sation  they  named  also 
an  auctioneer  in  this  city. 

Question.  Mr.  McGuire? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  Upon  the  whole,  I  saw  at  once  that  I  could  not . 
be  of  any  service.  I  think,  probably,  that  Mr.  Gideon  told  me  that  he 
acted  as  agent  for  one  or  two  manufacturing  establishments  to  sell 
paper  to  Mr.  Seaman.  There  seemed  to  be  an  association  of  these 
men,  which  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with.  They  seemed  to  know 
one  another,  and  had  their  own  plans,  in  which  I  never  embarked  in 
any  shape  or  form. 

Question.  Will  you  state  who  the  men  were  to  whom  you  allude; 
who  composed  that  association  ? 

Answer.  Well,  I  never  was  present  and  could  not  say  ;  but  I  always 
understood  they  were  men  who  acted  as  agents  in  various  things  that 
came  up.  Mr.  McGuire  had  the  binding  ;  Mr.  Wendell  got  a  part  of 
the  binding,  and  all  that ;  there  was  an  intimacy  among  them  which 
I  could  not  account  for,  and  with  which  I  had  no  connexion. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  In  other  words,  you  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  they  had  supplanted  you  in  this  business? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  was  cut  out  entirely. 

Question.  Did  you  not  have  an  intimation  from  some  source  of  some 
kind  which  induced  you  to  think  that  improper  influences  were  being 
used,  or  might  be  used,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  contracts  or  work 
from  the  government  during  Mr.  Seaman's  administration? 

Answer.  I  was  solemnly  impressed  with  that  belief. 

Question.  Can  you  refer  to  any  conversation  or  circumstances  which 
made  that  impression  on  your  mind  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot,  only  from  the  fact  of  the  mere  wording  of  some 
of  these  gentlemen,  that  Mr.  Seaman  would  not  permit  any  outsiders 
to  approach  him  ;  from  that  I  judged  a  good  deal.  There  seemed  to 
be  some  influence  which  I  had  not  in  the  way  that  could  reach  them. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Why  was  it  that  that  statement  did  not 
impress  you  with  the  perfect  fairness  of  Mr.  Seaman  in  his  business 
transactions  ? 

Answer.  I  was  solemnly  convinced  from  the  conversation  I  had  with 
these  parties  that  Mr.  Seaman  did  not  choose  to  have  outsiders  come 
in  ;  that  he  had  an  arrangement  of  his  own ;  that  he  had  certain 
friends  to  whom  he  wished  to  confine  this  matter  ;  or  otherwise,  that 
he  made  his  arrangements  directly  with  the  parties,  if  he  made  any, 
and  that  he  desired  to  derive  whatever  benefit  was  to  be  derived  from 
the  contractors  himself,  if  he  made  any  such  arrangement  with  them. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Do  you  mean  to  convey  the  impression 
that  persons  referred  to  by  you  as  having  an  influence  with  Mr.  Sea- 
man desired  to  monopolize  the  avenues  of  trade  to  themselves  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say  that  they  did,  because  I  had  no  knowledge 
that  they  had  any  such  objects  in  view.  When  they  named  Mr.  Wen- 
dell and  Mr.  Gideon,  they  only  stated  to  me  that  they  had  influence 
with  Mr.  Seaman  and  that  I  had  none. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.^  Was  it  after  these  parties  had  been 
to  Mr.  Seaman  to  confer  with  him  on  business  that  they  communi- 
cated the  fact  that  you  could  not  be  of  service  to  them  ? 

Answer.  So  I  understood. 

Question.  And  they  then  informed  you  they  thought  Mr.  Wendell, 
Mr.  Gideon,  and  others,  had  influence? 

Answer.  They  said  that  one  of  them  stated  he  thought  Mr.  Qideon 
had  influence  ;  another,  perhaps,  that  Mr.  Wendell  was  the  man;  and 
in  this  way  I  ascertained  that  they  probably  had  influence. 

Question.  This  was  soon  after  they  had  seen  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  So  I  understood. 

Question.  Was  it  before  they  had  done  any  work  under  Mr.  Sea- 
man's administration? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  other  parties  who  were  influential  with 
Mr.  Seaman  at  that  time,  in  this  city  or  other  places,  and  who  acted 
as  agents  or  contractors  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  other  than  those  I  have  mentioned. 

Question.  Do  you  know  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Roberts,  an 
engraver,  in  New  York  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  may  have  met  him,  but  I  never  had  any  ac- 
quaintance with  him. 
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Tuesday  Morning,  February  8,  1859. 

William  Roberts  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  Brooklyn,  New  York. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  An  engraver  on  wood. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  any  work  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  work  have  you  done? 

Answer.  I  have  at  different  times  engraved  wood  work  for  the  go?- 
ernment.  I  have  not  my  books  here,  as  I  was  not  subpoenaed  to  bring 
them ;  but,  according  to  my  recollection^  I  did  engraving,  more  or 
less,  lor  Liiiutcnant  Gilliss'  Keport,  the  Japan  Expedition,  the  Mechan- 
ical Report  of  the  Patent  Office  for  1854,  tiie  Pacific  Railroad  Reports, 
the  Coast  Survey  Report  for  1866,  the  Mechanical  Report  of  the  Patent 
Office  for  1866,  the  Agricultural  Report  for  1866,  the  Mechanical  Be- 
port  for  1866,  and  perhaps  for  some  other  works.  I  speak  only  from 
recollection. 

Question.  Tell  us  how  you  got  that  work,  whether  by  offering 
propositions  lor  it,  or  in  what  way  ? 

Answer.  Id  the  first  place,  I  estimated  to  do  the  work  for  so  much? 

Question.  Was  there  an  advertisement  for  proposals  ? 

Answer.  A  friend  of  mine,  in  the  first  place,  came  and  spoke  to  me 
about  the  work.  Whether  he  or  whether  I  had  seen  the  advertisement, 
I  do  not  recollect,  nor  do  I  recollect  whether  there  was  any  advertise- 
ment. He  made  a  proposition  to  me.  He  wanted  to  know  what  per 
centage  I  would  allow  him  if  he  would  procure  work  for  me.  It  is 
customary  in  our  business  to  allow  a  person  a  per  centage  where  he 
obtains  work  for  us.  I  told  him  if  he  would  secure  me  the  whole 
work  I  would  allow  him  a  certain  per  centage — I  think  it  was  20  per 
cent.  He  said  he  would  do  it ;  that  his  influence  was  such  with  Mr. 
Seaman  that  he  could  demand  the  whole  of  the  work  to  do.  I  then 
made  a  contract  with  Mr.  Seaman  for  doing  work,  and  got  considerable 
to  do.  This  friend  came  to  me  and  wanted  me  to  pay  him  the  per 
centage.  I  told  him  that  his  agreement  with  me  had  not  been  tul- 
filled  ;  that  I  found  that  I  was  not  the  only  one  that  was  doing  this 
work  ;  that  any  one  and  every  one  was  doing  it ;  that  his  contract 
with  me  was  broken  and  void,  and  that  consequently  I  would  not  sub- 
mit to  any  imposition  of  that  kind.  I  have  had  nothing  to  say  to  him 
from  that  day  to  this.     I  had  a  little  work  after  that. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  What  was  the  proportion  you  got  after- 
wards to  that  you  had  before  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  suppose  I  had  more  than  one-third  as  much  as  I 
had  before.  It  was  much  less  than  I  got  when  the  contract  was  in 
operation  ;  I  think  not  more  than  one-third. 

Question.  Who  was  the  party  with  whom  you  made  the  contract  to 
get  this  work  for  you  ? 

Answer.  A  person  by  the  name  of  Eichel. 

Question.  What  representations  did  he  make  to  you  when  you  made 
that  arrangement  ? 
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Answer.  That  he  would  procure  the  whole  work. 

Question.  What  representations  did  he  make  to  you  as  to  his  ability 
to  secure  the  whole  work?- 

Answer.  He  did  not  .state  particularly,  more  than  that  he  was 
acquainted  with  Mr.  Seaman  and  his  influential  friends  ;  and  that  he 
thought  he  could  influence  the  work,  and  get  the  whole  of  it. 

Question  Did  you  make  a  profit  upon  the  work  you  did  for  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Can  you  afford,  in  your  ordinary  work  of  the  same  char- 
acter, to  pay  twenty  per  cent.,  and  yet  make  a  profit? 

Answer,  Yes,  sir,  we  can.  Our  work  is  not  mechanical,  but  artis- 
tioal,  and  there  is  no  fixed  price  for  it.  We  can  sometimes  do  a  piece 
of  T{ork  in  a  day,  and  then  again  we  will  spend  three  or  four  weeks 
upon  a  similar  piece  of  work. 

Question,  When  you  agreed  to  pay  twenty  per  cent,  for  obtaining 
this  work,  did  you  put  the  price  of  doing  it  up  suflScient  to  cover  it  ? 

Answer.  We  do  not  figure  in  that  way.  Where  a  person  has  the 
whole  of  a  job  to  do  he  can  demand  help  at  a  lower  rate  than  when  he 
has  only  a  part  of  it,  and  everybody  else  has  the  same  kind  of  work 
to  do,  for  then  there  is  a  competition  in  obtaining  help.  My  object 
was,  to  monopolize  the  work  in  order  that  I  should  have  the  entire 
control  of  labor  in  that  department  of  work. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  How  was  this  work  paid  for ;  by  cer- 
tificates ? 

Answer.  I  sent  on  my  bills  to  Mr.  Seaman  to  certify.  One  bill  was 
paid  in  part  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  in  part  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Question.  Had  you  an  agent  here  to  collect  your  bills? 

Answer.  I  generally  came  on  myself,  and  sometimes  I  had  the 
amount  of  my  bills  sent  on  to  me. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Did  you  get  certificates  for  the  full 
amount  of  work  you  did  in  all  cases  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Did  you  receive  from  the  government 
the  full  amount  of  your  certificates  in  all  cases  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  any  portion  of  the  amount  for  expenses  or 
per  centage  in  Washington  for  collecting  or  transacting  your  business? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  Mr.  Eichel  anything  at  all  upon  that  con- 
tract? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Eichel's  christian  name? 

Answer.  George  Eichel. 

Question.  Did  he  say  he  was  an  old  acquaintance  and  intimate' 
friend  of  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Question.  What  is  his  business  ? 

Answer.  At  that  time  he  was  a  clerk  at  Campbell  &  Hall's. 

Question.  Do  you  know  where  he  is  now  ? 
10  s 
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Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  anything  in  the  way  of  oommissioo 
for  that  work,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  in  the  nature  of  a  loan  or 
a  present,  or  in  any  way  whatever,  to  Mr.  Seaman^  or  to  any  persoD? 
Answer.  I  never  have. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  Mr.  Seaman  any  money? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  Have  you  ever  paid  or  given  him  any  money  or  valuable 
consideration  since  your  connexion  with  the  government  business? 
Answer.  Not  a  cent. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  I  understand  you  to  state  to  the  com- 
mittee, however,  that  from  the  time  of  the  abrogation  of  that  contract 
with  Mr.  Eichel  you  received  very  little  work  trom  Mr.  Seaman^  but 
that  during  the  time  the  contract  was  operative  you  received  a  great 
deal  of  work?  * 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  steady  work. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Did  you  think  that  the  abrogation  of 
that  contract  was  the  cause  of  your  receiving  less  work. 

Answer.  I  did  ;  and  I  had  previously  contracted  with  a  good  many 
engravers  to  work  for  me  for  a  certain  length  of  time,  on  account  of 
the  prospect  of  my  having  this  work  to  do  ;  and  I  had,  in  fact,  up  to 
that  time,  about  as  much  work  as  I  could  do,  although  I  could  have 
got  more  help.  But  from  the  time  I  refused  to  fulfil  my  contract  with 
this  Mr.  Eichel,  I  did  not  have  any  work  for  two  or  three  weeks, 
though  all  these  hands  were  in  my  employ.  The  stopping  of  the 
work  was  quite  an  injury  to  me,  as  I  had  to  fulfil  my  contract  with 
the  workmen. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  Did  you  ever  communicate  this  con- 
tract with  Eichel  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  made  it  my  business  to  come  on  here  and  see 
Mr.  Seaman,  that  I  might  know  from  him  why  it  was  that  I  did  not 
have  any  work,  as  he  had  given  me  to  understand  that  I  should  bate 
as  much  as  I  could  possibly  do.  After  I  had  talked  with  him  he  said 
he  did  not  know  anything  about  my  business  with  Eichels,  and  that 
if  I  had  made  any  contract  with  Eichels,  it  was  a  matter  between 
Eichels  and  myself;  that  he  did  not  know  anything  at  all  about  it, 
and  did  not  want  to.  He  said^  however,  that  when  there  was  any 
work  ready  I  should  have  it. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  But  you  did  not  receive  that  work? 

Answer.  I  staid  here  a  couple  of  days  after  that,  and  when  I  got    | 
home  I  found  three  or  four  hundred  dollars  worth  of  work  there  from 
Mr.  Seaman. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  And  you  thought  the  abrogation  of 
that  contract  had  cut  off  the  work  ? 

Answer.  I  thought  it  was  that. 

Question.  Do  you  suppose  that  if  you  had  lived  up  to  the  contract 
you  had  made  with  the  gentleman  in  New  York,  he  would  have  helped 
you  to  work  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  the  work  would  have  been  cut  off  as  short 
as  it  was. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Gartrell.)  With  whom  have  you  had  any  con- 
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versation,  since  you  were  subpoenaed  to  attend  here  as  a  witness,  as  to 
what  you  would  probably  testify  upon  the  examination  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  have  talked  to  any  one  in  particular  in 
reference  to  this  matter. 

Question.  What  conversation  have  you  had  with  Mr.  Seaman  upon 
the  subject,  or  he  with  you  ? 

Answer.  I  only  came  on  from  New  York  this  morning,  and  I  have 
not  seen  him  to  have  any  conversation  with  him  at  all.  I  have  said 
nothing  to  him  except  to  pass  the  compliments  of  the  day. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Did  you  inform  Mr.  Seaman,  when 
you  came  on  first  to  look  after  this  work,  of  the  terms  of  the  contract 
between  you  and  Mr.  Eichels  ? 

Answer.  I  told  him  I  thought  there  must  be  some  understanding 
between  him  and  Eichel.  I  accused  him  of  it  upon  my  own  respon- 
sibility, and  I  gave  him  to  understand  that  I  thought  that  the  reason 
why  that  work  was  cut  off  so  short  was  because  there  wa^  something 
of  that  kind  between  them. 

Question.  Did  you  inform  Mr.  Seaman  of  the  arrangement  you  had 
made  with  Eichel,  and  of  the  amount  you  were  to  pay  him  ? 

Answer.  I  mentioned  something  like  that  to  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  What  was  his  answer  to  that  ? 

Answer.  That  he  did  not  know  anything  at  all  about  what  busi- 
ness I  had  with  Eichels,  and  if  I  had  any  business  with  Eichels  that 
I  must  settle  it  with  him. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  And  notwithstanding  that  denial  you 
still  had  the  impression  that,  by  conforming  to  that  contract,  you 
would  have  secured  the  work  ? 

Answer.  I  thought  that  other  persons  in  the  city  had  influenced 
the  work  away  from  me. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Did  Mr.  Seaman  advise  you  to  arrange 
the  matter  with  Eichel  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  especially. 

Question.  Did  he  intimate  that  you  had  better  do  it? 

Answer.  He  might  have  said  that  I  had  better  go  and  arrange  my 
business  with  Eichel,  or  something  to  that  effect. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  Mr.  Seaman  or  any  one  else  any  com- 
pensation or  per  centage  for  that  work  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anything  else  touching  the  matter  of 
this  investigation  which  it  would  be  important  for  this  committee  to 
know  ?       • 

Answer.  I  have  told  you  all  I  know.  I  never  was  much  acquainted 
with  Mr.  Seaman  or  his  business.  I  have  heard  Mr.  N.  Orr  state 
that  he  thought  Mr.  Seaman  started  the  engraving  establishment  in 
the  city  here,  and  that  the  effect  of  it  wpuld  be  to  cut  off  the  engraver^i 
in  New  York  from  all  work  from  here* 

Question.  Had  it  that  effect? 

Answer.  In  a  very  great  measure ;  but  whether  he  actually  did 
start  this  establishment  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  But  you  know  that  when  it  was  started  it  had  the  effect 
to  cut  off  the  trade  in  New  York? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  at  least  I  did  not  have  any  work  myself. 
Question.  Did  Mr.  Orr  complain  that  he  had  not  any  work? 
Answer.  No,  sir ;  he  was  busy  that  year. 

Francis  W.  Harris  sworn : 

Question  (by  Mr.  Taylor.)  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  I  am  cathier  of  Nassau  Bank,  New  York. 

Question.  Did  you  bring  with  you  a  transcript  of  your  books,  as 
required  by  your  subpoena? 

Answer.  I  brought  a  copy  of  the  account  referred  to. 

Question.  Be  kind  enough  to  state  to  the  committee  all  about  a 
certain  deposit  made  by  Messrs.  ISarony,  Major  &  Knapp  of  a  certified 
check  drawn  by  Anson  Herrick  on  or  about  the  29th  day  of  January 
last. 

A  nswer.  There  was  a  check  of  $3,360  deposited  by  Barony,  Major 
&  Knapp  on  the  28th  of  January,  instead  of  on  the  29tb,  which  check 
was  drawn  by  Anson  Herrick. 

Question,  What  became  of  that  check  ? 

Answer  It  was  sent  in  our  exchange  to  the  Artisans'  Bank,  and 
paid  by  them. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anythins:  ftirther  about  that  check,  or  of 
any  arrangement  connected  with  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  How  did  the  account  then  stand? 

Answer.  At  the  time  the  deposit  was  made,  the  balance  to  their 
credit  was  $2,550  75. 

Que^ition.  Has  there  been  a  corresponding  amount  drawn  out  sinoe 
that  time  ? 

Answer.  There  had  not  been  up  to  the  time  I  left  New  York  yes- 
terday. 

Question.  The  deposit  is  still  left  on  hand  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  There  was,  in  addition  to  that  check,  aootber 
check  deposited  at  the  same  time.  The  total  amount  on  deposit  wm 
$3,750. 

Question.  Whose  check  was  it  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  Seaman's  check  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  It  was  not  Herrick's  check  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  further  in  connexion  with  thai 
check,  or  of  the  accounts  of  Mr.  Seamen,  or  anything  pertaining  to 
this  investigation  which  it  is  important  for  this  committee  to  know? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  anything  further  than  I  hare  stated.  I 
would  state  that  I  saw  the  check  the  day  it  was  deposited.  It  ww 
shown  me  by  the  receivinff  teller,  who  made  the  remark  at  the  time 
that  it  was  a  large  check  for  Mr.  Herrick  to  draw.  I  replied  that  I 
thought  so  myself.  That  was  the  way  in  which  my  attention  wtf 
drawn  to  it,  and,  but  for  that  feet,  I  should  not  have  known  anything 
about  it  except  from  the  books. 

Question.  Was  the  check  certified? 


I 


TESTIMONY.  149 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Please  state  the  balance  standing  to  the  credit  of  Sarony, 
Major  &  Knapp  at  the  time  yon  left? 

Answer.  $5,369  93.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  deposit  ticket  of  Sa- 
rony,  Major  &  Knapp  on  which  this  check  of  $3,350  is  entered  It 
is  dated  January  26,  1859,  and  the  deposit  was  made  on  the  28th  of 
January. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Is  that  unusual? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been  an  error^  and  it  may  have  been  made 
up  on  the  26th  for  the  purpose  of  being  deposited  on  that  day.  It  is, 
however,  customary  to  date  the  certificate  upon  the  day  the  deposit  is 
made. 

Question.  Would  it  have  been  the  usual  course  of  business  to  have 
deposited  it  on  that  day  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but,  for  some  reason  or  other,  they  might  have 
been  busy  and  did  not  send  to  the  bank 

Question.  Is  the  amount  of  their  balance  upon  the  books  of  the 
bank  unusual  for  them  ? 

Answer.  I  should  say  that  at  present  it  is  larger  than  usual,  though 
their  account  varies  much.  At  times  they  have  as  much  as  eight  or 
ten  thousand  dollars  in  bank,  but  the  average  has  not  been  over  two 
or  three  thousand  dollars  ;  perhaps  not  so  much. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Taylor.)  Is  the  check  I  hand  you  the  one  which 
has  been  referred  to  ? 

Answer.  It  is.  It  does  not  appear  to  have  been  cancelled,  though 
it  has  been  paid  tons.  By  ^'cancelled,"  I  mean  ^^cut."  That  is 
the  usual  way  of  cancelling  checks. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  check  put  in  evidence  : 

"  No. .  New  York,  January  26,  1859. 

ARTISANS'    BANK 

Pay  Aut^ustus  0-.  Seaman,  or  order,  three  thousand  three  hundred 
and  fifty  dollars. 
$3,350.  ANSON  HERRICK." 


The  check  is  certified  across  the  face  by  the  following  words : 
«'  Artisans'  Bank.     Mills." 

On  the  back  are  the  following  endorsements  : 
**  A.  G.  Seaman."     **  Sarony,  Major  &  Knapp." 

Georgb  S.  GmsoN,  sworn : 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Taylor.)  Where  do  you  reside? 
Answer.  In  Washington. 
Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  carry  on  the  printing  business  and  bookbinding. 
Question.  Have  you  done  any  business  for  the  government  through 
or  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 
Answer.  Never. 
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Question.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Seaman,  the  late  Superin- 
tendent of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  Very  well 

Question.  Have  you  been  intimate  with  him  or  not  during  his  super- 
intendency  ? 

Answer.  Both  before  and  since. 

Question.  Have  you  acted  as  agent  of  any  one  in  Philadelphia,  Bal- 
timore, or  New  York,  who  had  business  relations  with  the  government 
under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  acted  as  agent  for  parties  in  Philadelphia  only. 

Question.  Who  were  they  ? 

Answer.  For  the  Messrs.  Megargees,  paper  dealers ;  Mr.  Sinclur, 
lithographer  ;  and  I  believe  I  did  some  ousiness  once  for  Mr.  Duval, 
but  1  do  not  know  whether  that  was  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superin- 
tendency or  not.  I  have  collected  money  from  the  government— not 
irom  Mr.  Seaman — for  several  gentlemen  who  had  business  with  his 
office. 

Question,  What  was  the  nature  of  your  agency  for  those  parties? 

Answer.  For  those  gentlemen  who  furnished  paper,  I  would  see  to 
the  delivery  of  the  paper,  compare  it  with  the  invoices,  and  when  the 
bills  were  made  out  and  approved  I  would  get  the  money  from  the 
treasury  for  them. 

Question.  Was  there  any  per  centage allowed  for  those  services? 

Answer.  I  received  a  per  centage  from  some  of  the  gentlemen,  and 
I  attended  to  the  business  of  others  without  any  per  centage.  Thete 
latter  were  friends  of  mine,  and  I  did  it  for  that  reason. 

Question.  What  was  the  peculiar  branch  of  your  business  for  the 
engravers  ? 

Answer.  Simply  to  see  to  the  delivery  of  their  work  and  to  collect 
the  money  for  them.  Their  prices  of  work  would  be  sent  down,  and 
they  would  have  to  be  counted  and  inspected  before  they  would  be 

i)aid  for.     I  have  sometimes  paid  freight  for  them,  and  done  other 
msiness  of  a  like  character. 

Question.  Did  you  charge  the  engravers  for  whom  you  acted  a  per- 
centage upon  what  they  received  for  their  work  ? 

Answer.  I  never  charged  any  regular  per  centage  for  what  business 
I  did  for  Mr.  Sinclair;  I  left  him  to  fix  the  compensation;  he  was  a 
very  liberal  man,  and  I  found  that  course  most  advanta^eoup. 

Question.  State  what  was  the  usual  compensation  received  ? 

Answer.  I  made  no  arrangement  with  Mr.  Sinclair;  soiuetiiijeH  I**' 
would  give  more,  and  sometimes  less;  I  received  from  Mr.  Charles 
Megargee  &  Co.  three  and  three-quarters  per  cent,  for  attending  to 
their  business;  that  was  half  of  their  commissions. 

Question.  Can  you  state  what  you  have  received  from  Mr.  Sinclair 
since  his  connexion  with  the  engraving  for  the  government? 

Answer.  I  cannot;  I  have  no  account  of  it,  nor  have  I  any  recollec- 
tion of  the  amount;  I  kept  no  books  in  connexion  with  that  business; 
he  would  send  iiis  work  down  here,  and  his  invoices  to  me,  and  I 
would  see  to  the  delivery  of  the  goods;  the  bills  would  be  made  out, 
I  would  remit  to  him  the  amount  I  received,  and  he  woull  send 
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back  such  portion  as  he  thought  proper  that  I  should  have  for  my 
services. 

Question.  Did  you  always  remit  the  entire  amount^  or  did  you  make 
a  deduction  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  made  a  deduction  on  any  occasion. 

Question.  What  per  oentage  did  Mr.  Sinclair  usually  send  you  back? 

Answer.  I  am  really  unable  to  say  what  amount;  it  was  generally 
small;  it  was  a  mere  present  from  him;  I  never  made  any  charge;  it 
gave  me  but  little  trouble;  his  work  was  sent  directly  to  the  Capitol, 
and  when  the  bills  were  ready  I  would  take  them  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives;  I  think  he  paid  the  bill  of  the  engravers, 
and  got  the  money;  I  generally  received  a  draft  upon  the  treasury, 
and  I  would  change  it  into  a  draft  upon  Philadelphia,  and  send  it  to 
him;  he  would  then  in  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  the  draft,  send 
a  check,  sometimes  for  one  sum  and  sometimes  for  another;  never  any 
very  large  amount. 

Question.  Had  you  any  agreement  with  Mr.  Sinclair  about  this 
matter  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  agreement  as  to  the  amount  he  would  pay  me; 
he  came  and  solicited  me  to  attend  to  that  business  for  him. 

Question.  At  what  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Was  it  early  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  during  the  first  term  of  his  superintendency, 
and  towards  the  latter  part  of  it,  as  near  as  I  remember. 

Quei^tion.  Did  you  receive  the  bids  or  propositions  of  Sinclair,  or  of 
Sinclair  &  Co.,  and  deposit  them  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent 
of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  think  they  attended  to  that  busi- 
ness in  person. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  speak  to  Mr.  Seaman  about  the  bids  or 
business  of  Sinclair  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  Not  particularly. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  recommend  them  for  employment  to  Mr. 
Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  may  have  done  so.  I  think  it  more  than  probable  that 
I  did,  but  I  have  no  distinct  recollection  of  that  fact. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  make  the  acquaintance  of  Sinclair 
&  Company? 

Answer.   I  have  known  Mr.  Sinclair  for  six  or  eight  yea^^. 

Question.  Then  }ou  kuew  him  before  he  holicite'l  you  to  act  in  this 
particular  agency  ? 

Answer.  He  told  me  he  was  recommended  to  me  to  attend  to  his 
business  by  some  friend  of  his  and  of  mine  in  Philadelphia. 

Question.   Did  he  state  who  that  friend  was? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember.  I  presume  it  was  some  member  of  the 
firm  of  Megargee  &  Co.,  for  I  had  had  business  relations  with  them. 

Question.  Whom  do  you  mean  by  Mesrargee  &  C »  ? 

Answer,  ('harles  Megar^ee,  George  H.  Levis,  and  William  Ban^h. 
I  think  those  three  individuals  compose  the  firm.     The  firm  of  Me- 
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Sargee  &  Brothers  is  composed  of  Sylrester  J.  Megargee,  Inrin 
[egargee,  and  Thomas  Megargee. 

Qaestion.  You  stated  that  Sinclair  &  Co.  had  been  recommended 
to  you  by  some  of  the  Megargees  ;  which  firm  of  the  Megargees  did 
you  refer  to  there  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  the  firm  of  Charles  Megargee  &  Co. 

Question.  Did  you  erer  act  as  agent  for  either  of  those  firms? 

Answer,  I  hare  transacted  business  for  them  and  collected  money 
for  them. 

Question.  Did  these  business  relations  between  you  and  Sinclair  & 
Co.  take  place  before  they  had  any  work  to  do  under  Mr.  Seaman's 
Buperintendency  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  they  had  work  when  I  was  first  engaged  by  them. 

Question.  State  what  was  said  at  the  time  you  were  engaged  to  act 
as  agent  ? 

Answer.  It  is  impossible  to  recollect  precisely  what  was  said,  but 
the  substance  of  it  was  a  request  that  I  would  act  as  their  agent,  and 
transact  the  business  which  I  have  mentioned. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  their  goods  from  the  railroad,  or  were 
those  goods  sent  directly  to  the  Capitol  ? 

Answer.  They  were  sent  directly  to  the  Capitol,  and  1  paid  the 
freight  upon  them. 

Question.  Then  all  you  had  to  do  was  to  pay  the  freight  on  such 
goods  as  were  sent,  receive  the  certificate  for  pay,  and  send  them  the 
money  ? 

Answer.  Pretty  much.  I  attended  to  the  delivery  of  them  and  in- 
spected the  goods. 

Question.  Did  you  attend  in  person  ? 

Answer.  I  did.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  I  stood  by  and  saw 
each  sheet  counted. 

Question.  Was  there  no  regular  per  centage  paid  on  the  various 
bills  collected  by  you  for  Sinclair  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  I  do  not  think  there  was  ai«y  definite  agree- 
ment as  to  what  amount  I  was  to  receive. 

Question.  About  what  amounf  did  you  receive  from  them  ? 

Answer.  I  really  cannot  say. 

Question.  Was  it  three  per  cent.,  or  was  it  ten  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  really  am  unable  to  say.  I  never  made  any  memorandum 
of  it.  As  I  stated  before,  I  never  made  any  direct  charge  against  him, 
and  he  would  send  me  a  check  sometimes  for  one  amount  and  some- 
times for  another. 

Question.  Was  there  any  understanding  between  you  and  Sinclair 
&  Co.  that  this  compensation  was  to  be  in  consideration  of  contracts 
obtained  from  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  and  not  for  the 
labor  of  simply  receiving  the  bills,  paying  freight,  and  remitting  the 
money  ? 

Answer.  I  never  had  any  agency  in  getting  contracts  for  Sinclair 
&  Co. 

Question.  I  understand,  however,  that  you  spoke  in  their  behalf, 
and  urged  them  upon  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  spoke  friendly  of  them  always. 


TESTIMONY.  153 

Qnestion.  Have  you  ever  had  any  oonnezion  with  any  of  the  hinders 
qnder  Mr.  Seaman's  snperintendency  ? 

Answer.  None. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  connexion  with  any  of  thiB 
engravers  or  lithographers,  except  Sinclair  &  Co.? 

Answer.  I  said  hefore  that  I  had  collected  money  for  some  of  them. 

Question.  State  for  whom  ? 

Answer.  A  firm  in  New  York,  Sarony,  Major  &  Enapp.  During 
the  last  session  of  Congress  several  of  those  gentlemen  had  accounts 
on  which  they  could  not  get  the  money,  for  reason  of  some  delay  in 
the  Committee  on  Accounts.  I  took  those  accounts,  amounting  to 
several  thousand  dollars,  and  advanced  them  the  money,  and  then 
collected  the  money  and  paid  myself. 

Question.  And  charged  them  for  that  service? 

A  ns wer.  Certainly.  I  bought  the  accounts  from  those  men.  Owing 
to  some  change  in  the  organization  of  the  House,  I  believe,  some 
delay  occurred  in  auditing  the  accounts  by  the  Committee  on  Accounts, 
and  I  bought  them  directly  from  the  men. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  you  received  for  those  services 
from  the  firm  of  Sarony,  Major  &  Knapp  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  About  the  amount? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  about  the  amount. 

Question.  With  what  other  parties  did  you  have  transactions  of  that 
kind? 

Answer.  With  Mr  Lawrence,  of  New  York,  Mr.  Bean,  of  New 
York,  and  Mr.  Duval,  of  Philadelphia.  I  have  bought  a  great  many 
such  accounts  from  various  parties. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  knew  that  you  received 
a  per  centage  for  attending  to  that  business  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  probably  he  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  himself  ever  directed 
Sinclair  &  Co.,  Messrs.  Wagner  &  McGuigan,  Hoen  &  Co.,  C.  B. 
Graham,  and  Mr.  Duval,  all  or  any  of  them,  to  call  upon  and  employ 
you  in  that  business  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  they  ever  tell  you  that  Mr.  Seaman  had  directed 
them  to  call  upon  you  ? 

Answer.    Not  that  I  remember. 

Question.  Now,  did  not  those  parties,  or  some  of  them,  call  upon 
you  soon  after  Mr.  Seaman  had  been  appointed  Superintendent  of  Pub- 
lic Printing  to  solicit  you  to  attend  to  this  business  for  them  ? 

Answer.  Probably  they  did,  but  I  do  not  remember  the  time  when 
they  called. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  collected  anything  for  Wagner  &  Mc- 
Guigan ? 

Answer.   I  think  not. 

Question,    ilave  you  ever  collected  anything  for  Ackerman? 

Answer.   I  think  I  have. 

Question.   Did  you  ever  collect  anything  for  Hoen  &  Co,  ? 

Answer.   I  think  not. 
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Qaestion.  Have  you  ever  had  any  business  with  C.  B.  Graham  &  Co.? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Were  you  acquainted  with  these  parties  before  Mr.  Sea- 
man was  appointed  Superintendent  ? 

Answer.   1  think  not. 

Question,   Tou  became  acquainted  with  them  afterwards  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  how  you  became  acquainted  with  those 
parties? 

Answer.   I  do  not. 

Question.    Did  not  they  seek  an  introduction  to  yourself? 

Answer.  Probably  they  did,  but  I  cannot  say  whether  it  was  so  or 
not. 

Question.  Did  not  they,  or  a  portion  of  them,  call  upon  you  and 
say  that  they  had  been  directed  to  employ  you,  and  ask  you  to  attend 
to  this  business  for  them  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  they  represented  that  they  had  been 
directed  to  employ  me. 

Question.   Or  advised  to  do  so  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  The  gentlemen  last  named  used  to  call 
upon  me  when  they  had  accounts  for  which  there  was  no  appropria- 
tion, or  when  there  was  any  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  money  upon 
them,  and  I  would  take  the  accounts  and  collect  them. 

Question.  But  for  Sinclair  &  Co.,  Ackerman  &  Co.,  and  others,  you 
collected  their  accounts  and  remitted  the  money  for  them  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Sinclair  is  the  only  one  of  those  I  have  named  for 
whom  I  did  that.  Generally  those  men  would  bring  me  their  accounts 
certified,  and  there  being  some  difficulty  in  the  way  of  their  getting 
the  money,  and  knowing  the  accounts  to  be  all  correct,  I  would  raise 
the  amount  and  take  the  accounts. 

Question.    What  deduction  was  made  ? 

Answer.   Sometimes  more  and  sometimes  less. 

Question.    What  was  generally  the  per  centage  deducted  ? 

Answer.  I  know  in  one  case  that  seven  per  cent,  was  taken  o£f  the 
face  of  the  account. 

Question.  Have  you  known  any  instance  in  which  twenty  per  cent, 
was  taken  off  the  lace  of  the  account  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.    That  was  deeper  than  I  ever  went  in. 

Question.  How  long  did  you  act  as  agent  for  Sylvester  J.  Me- 
gargee  ? 

Answer.  I  never  was  a  regular  agent  fur  him.  He  was  a  friend  of 
mine,  and  I  volunteered,  when  he  got  a  contract  here,  to  serve  him 
in  any  way  I  could.  He  would  send  me  his  accounts  receipted,  and  I 
would  get  the  money. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  else  to  do  for  him  than  to  collect  the 
money  under  such  circumstances  ? 

Answer.  I  had  not. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  pay  you  anything  for  such  services? 

Answer.  He  did  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  the  late  Superintendent,  Mr.  Seaman, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  any  money,  or  through  some  other  per- 
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son  for  him  any  money  or  anything  in  the  nature  of  a  loan,  or  in  the 
nature  of  a  present,  either  to  himself  or  to  other  parties  for  his  benefit, 
any  portion  of  the  per  centage  received  from  all  or  any  of  those  parties  ? 

Answer.  Never,  in  any  shape  or  form.  I  loaned  Mr.  Seaman  money 
at  various  times. 

Question.  Is  Mr.  Seaman  now  indebted  to  you  ? 

Answer.  Not  one  cent.     He  paid  me  back  all  I  loaned  him. 

Question.  When  did  he  close  his  account  with  you  ? 

Answer.  In  1856. 

Question.  And  you  have  not  had  any  loans  or  transactions  with  him 
since  1856  ? 

Answer.  Not  since  that  time  ;  I  was  in  the  habit  of  loaning  Mr. 
Seaman  money  ;  on  one  occasion  he  borrowed  as  much  as  $2,000  from 
me  ;  that  made  me  feel  a  little  solicitous,  and  I  pressed  him  to  pay 
me  back  ;  he  did  so,  and  I  thought  that  a  good  time  to  stop  loaning 
him  money,  and  I  have  not  loaned  him  any  since. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  contractors,  either  paper  makers 
or  finishers,  binders,  engravers,  lithographers^  or  any  others  who 
have  either  directly  or  indirectly  paid  money  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  D.  Chillas,  of  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  I  have  a  slight  acquaintance  with  him. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  him  in  reference  to 
matters  connected  with  the  business  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent 
of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  He  was  here  on  one  occasion,  and  wanted  me  to  try  to  get 
him  some  work.  I  told  him  I  doubted  whether  I  could  do  anything 
for  him  ;  but  that  I  would  try,  though  I  thought  I  had  no  influence 
with  Mr.  Seaman.  He  became  very  solicitous  about  it,  and  afterwards 
wrote  me  letters  ;  he  seemed  to  be  exceedingly  anxious ;  I  wrote  him 
back  that  I  would  do  for  him  what  I  could.  Finally  he  became  very 
impertinent  in  his  letters,  and  commenced  threatening  me,  and  then 
my  connexion  with  him  ceased. 

Question.  Did  he  get  any  work  from  Mr,  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  About  what  time  was  that? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  in  1853  or  1854.  It  is  not  long  since  I  de- 
stroyed his  letters.  It  was  before  the  commencement  of  this  investi- 
gation. He  was  rather  a  wild  man.  He  appeared  to  have  the  idea 
that  I  could  get  him  work  whether  or  no,  and  that  I  had  the  disposal 
of  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Chillas  has  done  any  work  for 
the  government  since  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  offered  or  made  any  bids 
since  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  ^now  whether  he  did  any  work  for  the  office  at 
all? 

Answer.  I  do  not.     I  have  an  indistinct  recollection  that  he  had  a 
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Bpecimen  of  some  work  he  had  done  for  the  office  at  the  time  referred 
to,  when  he  spoke  to  me. 

Question.  At  that  time,  then,  a  difficulty  occurred  between  jout- 
self  and  Mr.  Chillas,  and  you  declined  to  have  any  further  correspond- 
ence with  him  ? 

Answer.  He  wrote  to  me  as  if  he  thought  I  had  the  disposal  of  the 
work.  I  told  him  I  had  no  power  to  give  him  work,  but  that  I  would 
do  what  I  could  for  him;  that  I  would  recommend  him  to  Mr.  Seaman, 
but  that  I  did  not  think  I  had  any  influence  with  Mr.  Seaman.  Fi- 
nally he  became  rather  offensive  to  me,  and  I  let  him  drop. 

Question.  In  what  way  did  he  threaten  you? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember. 

Question.  Was  it  in  reference  to  any  exposure  of  the  business  of 
the  office  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  was.  He  could  hardly  threaten  me  with 
that,  as  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  office. 

Question.  You  think,  then,  that  this  took  place  in  1854  or  1855? 

Answer.  That  is  my  impression. 

William  D.  Krafft  sworn. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Taylor.)  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  I  am  clerk  in  the  General  Land  Office. 

Question.  What  particular  branch  of  business  do  you  do  there? 

Answer.  My  duties  are  of  a  miscellaneous  character;  I  am  first  as- 
sistant in  the  chief  clerk's  office;  I  have  charge  of  furnishing  supplies 
of  different  kinds  for  the  office. 

Question.  Is  it  your  duty  to  examine  the  accounts  presented  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  examined  any  account  presented  there 
coming  from  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  an  account  was  presented  from  the  former  public 
printer,  in  which  there  were  several  items  which  the  office  disputed. 

Question.  State  what  you  know  about  those  items. 

Answer.  An  account  was  presented  to  the  Land  Office  in  1855  by 
A.  0.  P.  Nicholson,  who  was  then  doing  the  printing  and  binding. 
In  that  account  there  were  two  items  which  the  office  disputed  ;  one 
WAS  for  printing,  ruling,  and  binding  20  volumes  medium  abstracts  of 
military  warrants,  one-half  Russia,  bound  flat,  7  quires  each,  at  four 
dollars  per  quire,  amounting  to  |560.  Another  item  was  for  printing, 
ruling,  and  binding  150  six-quire  medium  record  books,  Russia  ends 
and  bands,  at  |2  50  per  quire,  amounting  to  $2,250.  Then  there  was 
another  item  similar  to  the  first,  amounting  to  the  same,  $560.  Then 
there  was  another  item  for  printing,  ruling,  and  binding  160  medium 
tract  books,  $2,250.     Those  items  were  disputed  by  the  office. 

Question.  Please  state  the  facts  which  were  presented  in  the  corre- 
spondence in  reference  to  those  bills,  and  the  objections  to  them,  in  as 
brief  a  manner  as  the  facts  will  admit  of. 

Answer.  The  first  account  presented  to  the  Land  Office  contained 
items  which  were  disputed,  for  the  reason  that  we  supposed  the  Super- 
intendent of  Public  Printing  should  pay  for  the  printing  and  binding; 
and  also  for  the  reason  that  some  items  were  (exorbitant  in  their  charge. 
The  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing  contended  that  the  paper  and 
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printing  should  be  paid  for  by  the  office.  The  alterations  which  were 
made  in  the  first  account  were  not  agreed  to  by  the  Superinten<lent  of 
Public  Printing.  The  bill,  in  which  one  item  was  charged  at  $28  ;  r 
book,  was  returned  with  the  price  reduced  to  $21.  The  office  still 
disputed  that  price,  and  required  another  bill.  A  third  bill  was  ren- 
dered, reducing  the  price  of  the  same  book  to  $14.  Those  bills  being 
still  disputed,  upon  the  ground  that  Mr.  Seaman,  as  Superintendent, 
had  furnished  the  paper  for  the  printing,  we  required  of  him  a  state- 
ment ;  and  on  his  written  statement  that  he  had  not  furnished  the 
paper,  and  that  he  did  not  pay  for  the  paper  and  printing  himself,  but 
that  it  should  be  paid  for  by  the  office,  the  accounts  were  adjusted  in 
the  Land  Office,  and  paid,  with  an  endorsement  upon  the  bill,  setting 
forth  that  '*  the  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing  having  officially 
shown  to  this  office  that  the  paper  was  furnished  by  Nicholson,  and  not 
by  himself,  the  account  was  paid  by  the  superintendent  of  the  office." 

Question.  Do  those  tiacts  show  any  impropriety  on  the  part  of  Mr, 
Seaman  ?    Were  those  aecounts  all  certified  by  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  As  well  as  I  remember,  the  last  account  was  not  certified 
by  Mr.  Seaman.  The  Land  Office  did  not  require  his  certificate  to 
the  account  prior  to  his  claiming  that  the  printing  and  ruling  should 
be  done  under  him.     The  first  account  was  certified  by  him. 

Question.  What  particular  impropriety  was  there  in  Mr.  Seaman's 
conduct  in  this  matter  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say,  any  further  than  that  the  office  did  not  con- 
sider that  he  had  any  riffht  to  interfere  with  the  order  the  office  had 
given  for  furnishing  booKS. 

Question.  What  was  the  result  of  his  interference?  Would  it  have 
cost  the  government  more  money  or  less  ? 

Answer.  If  we  had  paid  the  account  as  it  was  originally  rendered 
it  would  have  cost  the  government  more. 

Question.  How  much  more? 

Answer.  In  this  one  item,  $560.  The  other  items  were  the  same 
as  the  ordinary  prices  we  now  pay. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  further  in  connexion  with  Mr. 
Seaman's  accounts  or  official  business  which  you  think  it  important 
for  the  committee  to  know  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

C.  B.  Graham  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  am  a  lithographer. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  business  for  the  government  under 
Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  did  very  little;  I  never  did  any  which  I  got  through 
Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  How  did  you  get  it  ? 

Answer.  By  the  suggestion  of  the  Committee  on  Engraving  of  the 
Senate. 

Question.  Had  you  ever  any  connexion  with  Mr.  Seaman's  office  in 
business  at  all  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
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Question.  Did  you  ever  make  any  offer  for  work  in  his  office? 

Answer.  I  bid  for  work,  and  that  is  about  all  the  business  relations 
I  ever  had  with  his  office;  I  sent  in  sereral  proposals. 

Question.  Did  you^ver  get  any  work  from  his  office? 

Answer.  No,  sir^  not  through  him. 

Question.  What  work  have  you  done  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Principally  maps  and  illustrations  accompanying  reports. 

Question.  Have  you  done  any  bulsiness  for  the  government  recently; 
how  did  you  get  it  ? 

Answer.  By  bidding  for  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Peter  Qorman  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  act  as  your  agent  with  the  government  ia 
any  way? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State  in  what  respect. 

Answer.  He  has  been  here  some  ten  or  twelve  years  acting  as  agent 
for  all  persons  whatever  connected  with  the  government  by  business 
contracts  for  printing,  engraving,  binding,  and  everything  else. 

Question,  it  appears  upon  the  report  of  the  present  Superintendent 
of  Public  Printing  that  you  are  credited  with  doing  certain  work 
upon  the  Agricultural  Report  during  the  first  session  of  the  33d  Con- 
gress; how  was  that  work  received? 

Answer.  It  came  through  one  of  the  members  of  the  House  Com- 
mittee on  Engraving. 

Question.  How  did  it  come  to  you;  voluntarily,  or  did  you  make 
bids  for  it? 

Answer.  It  came  voluntarily. 

Question.  What  was  the  work  you  did  in  that  instance? 

Answer.  Strawberry  plates. 

Question.  Upon  what  terms  did  you  do  them? 

Answer.  By  the  hundred. 

Question.  At  how  much  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  the  gross  amount  you  received  for 
them? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Who  adjusted  your  accounts  for  that  work  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  the  Clerk  of  the  House. 
I  Question.  Did  he  give  you  a  certificate  for  the  amount  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  pay  you  the  whole  amount  of  your  account? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  the  amount  was  about  |3,849  92  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Was  any  portion  of  that  amount  deducted  as  per  centage 
by  the  Clerk,  or  by  anybody  else  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you,  directly  or  indirectly,  pay  any  proportion  of,  or 
per  centage  out  of,  that  money  for  securing  the  contract? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  that  Mr.  Seaman  has  received  from  [any 
igraver,  paper  furnisher,  lithographer,  or  other  persoa  engaged  in 
ipplying  the  wants  of  the  government  in  that  department,  any 
loney  in  the  way  of  present,  loan,  or  in  any  other  way,  as  an  induce- 
lent  for  a  contract  or  contracts? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  instances  of  that  kind  ? 
Answer.  Nothing  but  general  report. 

Question,  Have  you  ever  heard  any  person  particularly  mentioned 
ho  has  paid  Mr.  Seaman  any  such  consideration  ? 
Answer,  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Seaman  borrowing  money  from  any 
«rson  connected  with  the  government  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anything  important  for  this  committee 
JO  know  which  vou  have  not  already  communicated  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  but  hearsay. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  of  any  particular  matter  which  it  is  im- 
portant for  us  to  know  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  that  other  parties  were  receiving  money  for 
obtaining  contracts. 

Quest- on.  What  parties  were  they  ? 

Answer.  One  by  the  name  of  Ackerman,  of  New  York,  and  another 
l)y  the  name  of  Eichels. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  from  whom  they  received  money? 

Answer.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  ever  heard  of  their  receiving 
Knoney  from  any  one,  but  that  they  offered  to  get  contracts. 

Question.  Whom  did  they  make  offers  to? 

Answer.  To  a  man  by  the  name  of  Roberts,  in  New  York. 


Answer.  He  told  me  that  there  was  a  large  contract  to  be  let  for 
^ood  engraving,  and  that  a  friend  of  Mr.  Seaman  had  offered  to  get 
^ork  for  him  for  a  certain  sum  of  money ;  I  think  it  was  twenty  per 
^nt. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  got  any  of  that  work  ? 

Answer.  He  told  me  that  he  got  a  portion  of  it — about  ooe- third  ; 
^liat  he  had  declined  paying  Mr.  Eichels  any  roont^y,  because  the 
Lgreement  was  that  he  should  have  the  whole  contract ;  that  his  work 
^ad  been  withdrawn  ;  that  he  came  on  here  expresbly  to  see  Mr. 
Seaman  in  relation  to  it ;  that  he  had  been  promised  the  work,  and 
kad  been  on  to  Boston  to  obtain  men  at  a  great  expense,  but  that  he 
fcad  nothing  for  them  to  do^  and  that  he  was  anxious  to  get  some  more 
^:f  the  work.  He  told  me  that  Mr.  Seaman  had  given  him  the  cold 
loulder.  After  he  went  to  see  Mr.  Seaman  the  second  time,  Seaman 
old  him  that  he  had  treated  a  friend  of  his  very  badly,  and  that  be 
Oust  go  and  settle  with  him  ;  and  he  asked  my  advice  about  it.  I 
Inclined  to  give  him  any  advice  in  relation  to  the  matter.  He  went 
k^ome,  and  that  was  the  last  I  heard  of  h.^m  until  he  was  summoned 
^«re  as  a  witness.  I  have  since  understood  that  he  got  some  more 
^ork  after  he  got  home. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  case  of  that  kind  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  I  have  heard  a  great  many  persons  in  Philadel- 
phia express  opinions  about  the  matter.  A  man  by  the  name  of 
Bourquin,  a  partner  of  Mr.  Duval,  said  they  were  obliged  to  pay  as 
much  as  the  work  was  worth  to  secure  it ;  that  they  were  obliged  to 
pay  a  per  centage. 

Question.  Did  he  say  to  whom  they  were  obliged  to  pay  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  it  was  merely  a  casual  remark  of  his,  as  I  never 
asked  him  about  it. 

Question.  Did  he  state  what  per  centage  they  had  been  obliged  to 
give  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  any  other  conversations  about  that 
matter? 

Answer.  Nothing  in  particular  ;  only  general  talk. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Sinclair,  of  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  him  say  anything  about  tbat? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  T  heard  him  remark  that  he  was  paying  pe^ 
centage  for  work. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr,  Van  Ingen? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Major? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  hear  him  say  anything  about  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  anybody  but  those  you  have  named  saj 
anything  about  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  in  Philadelphia.  ^ 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  How  much  could  you  have  done  Ac 
work  for  below  the  price  which  was  paid  by  Mr.  Seaman  to  those 
parties? 

Answer.  I  think  I  could  have  done,  and  would  have  been  willing 
to  have  done,  the  work  for  one-quarter  of  the  money  which  was  pa» 
for  it  by  iVir.  Seaman. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Taylor.)  Are  you  not  now  doing  some  work 
under  the  present  Superintendent  at  prices  very  much  less  ? 

Answer.  1  think  the  work  I  am  now  doing  I  am  doing  for  one- 
quarter  of  the  amount. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Oovode.^  From  your  interview  with  other  men 
engaged  in  business  here,  dia  you  learn  that  it  was  the  general  im- 

Sression  among  you  all  that  the  contracts  had  to  be  bought  of  Mr.   | 
eaman  ?  \ 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  \ 

Question.  And  that  the  only  way  to  secure  work  was  to  buy  it?      | 
Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  because  I  was  on  good  terms  with  Mr.  Seaman;  | 

knew  him  when  a  boy,  and  still  I  could  get  no  work.  ' 

Question.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  could  not  get  it  becanae 

you  would  not  buy  it  ? 
Answer.  I  understood  that  my  bids  were  the  lowest,  but  they  nev^ 

were  received,  and  I  got  tired  of  making  bids,  for  I  found  out  tbat  it 

was  lost  time. 
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Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  think  you  could  have  secured 
that  work  if  you  had  been  willing  to  pay  for  it  as  others  did? 

Answer.  I  cannot  state. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Was  it  your  impression  that  such  a 
course  would  have  secured  you  work  ? 

Answer.  If  I  had  made  arrangements  at  the  proper  time  I  think  it 
would. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  whether  those  pay- 
ments were  made  directly  to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  other  parties  for  him? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  parties  in  this  city  acting  as 
agent  in  that  matter,  or  standing  in  that  relation  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer,  i  have  heard  of  persons  who  were  supposed  to  have  in- 
fluence with  him,  of  persons  who  were  intimate  with  him,  and  my 
friends  have  advised  me  to  see  those  who  were  intimate  with  Mr. 
Seaman. 

Question.  Who  were  those  persons  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wendell  and  Mr.  Gideon.  I  do  not  remember  of 
any  others  in  particular. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Your  friends  advised  you  to  take  that 
course  ? 

Answer.  Some  of  my  friends  asked  me  why  I  did  not  see  them  and 
have  them  get  Seaman  to  give  me  some  work.  I  did  see  Mr.  Gideon 
at  one  time,  and  he  said  he  would  see  Mr.  Seaman  about  it. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Then  the  whole  matter  of  these  con- 
tracts appeared  to  be  under  the  direction  and  within  the  control  of 
Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  say  you  have  oflFered  bids  which  were  the  lowest, 
and  still  you  did  not  get  the  work  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  reason  why  you  did  not  get  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Ackerman,  of  New  York? 

Answer.  Very  well. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  him  say  anything  about  this  matter? 

Answer.  No,  sir 

Question.  Do  you  know  Sarony,  Major  &  Knapp,  of  New  York? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  John  Cassin,  of  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  Only  by  reputation. 

Question.  Do  you  know  N.  Hall  &  Co.? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  them  say  anything  about  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Seymour,  of  this  city? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  him  say  anything  about  this  matter? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  Mr.  Seibert  intimate  with  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  believe  he  is. 
lis 
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Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  intimate  with  Mr.  Wendell 
and  Mr.  Gideon  ? 

Answer.  I  have  had  no  particular  opportunity  to  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  other  facts  connected  with  the  accounta 
and  husiuess  of  Mr.  Seaman  which  it  is  important  that  this  committee 
should  know  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

William  Pettibone  sworn. 

Question,  (hy  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  Washington. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  A  practical  bookbinder. 

Question.  Have  you  done  any  work  for  the  government  under  Mr. 
Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  which  it  is  important  for  this 
committee  to  know  relative  to  the  accounts  or  the  business  conduct  of 
the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Communicate  to  this  committee  all  you  know  upon  this 
subject  ? 

Answer.  My  first  knowledge  with  Mr.  Seaman  wm  connected  with 
my  business.  In  1855,  near  the  close  of  the  session,  a  proviso  was 
inserted  in  an  appropriation  bill  providing  that  all  the  binding  of  the 
different  departments  should  be  placed  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing.  Before  that  provision  was  made 
the  binding  had  been  distributed  among  the  different  binders  in  the 
city.  After  that  took  place  Mr.  Seaman  gave  the  whole  of  the  bind- 
ing to  the  **  Union  '*  office.  I  expostulated  with  him  about  giving 
all  the  work  to  the  Union  office ;  and  I  met  him  upon  oue  occasioD 
after  that  at  the  corner  of  the  street,  somewhere  near  12th  street,  and 
he  came  up  to  me  very  frankly,  shook  my  hand  until  he  almost  broke 
it,  and  said  :  ^^  Pettibone,  you  are  an  old  friend  of  mine,  andatrne 
democrat ;  you  keep  dark  and  it  will  be  all  right  between  you  and 
me.''  I  did  not  infer  from  his  request  that  I  should  keep  dark  that 
there  was  anything  going  wrong  ;  but  I  thought  he  meant  that  after 
a  time  he  would  give  me  something  to  do.  But  instead  of  keepins 
dark  I  did  otherwise.  I  was  intimate  with  Secretary  Guthrie  and 
Secretary  Marcy.  This  law  went  into  effect  on  the  first  of  Jnly.  ^ 
addressed  a  note  to  Secretary  Guthrie  showing  up  the  intention  of  the 
law  or  the  framers  of  it,  and  what  would  be  the  result  of  placing  this 
work  under  the  control  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing.  The 
Secretary  saw  through  the  matter,  and  he  ordered  in  fiwivanceof  the 
law  going  into  operation  all  the  books  which  would  be  required  for  the 
Treasury  Department  during  the  coming  year.  Secretary  Marcy  did 
the  same  thing.  They  gave  the  work  to  the  individuals  who  had  done 
it  before.  With  those  two  exceptions,  all  the  departments  gave  their  N 
work  to  Mr.  Seaman,  and  Seaman  allowed  the  persons  having  the  work  p 
to  charge  one  hundred  per  cent,  higher  than  was  usually  charged.  f« 
For  books  which  cost  $30  before,  he  allowed  $60;  for  books  which  [^ 
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efore  cost  $14  he  allowed  $28,  and  that,  too,  whert  there  were  per- 
)n8  here  offering  to  do  the  work  at  30  per  cent,  less  than  the  usual 
rices.  Then  there  were  postage  hills  which  he  had  to  have  printed, 
'he  law  provides  that  there  shall  be  no  extra  charge  allowed  for 
tianging  the  names  of  the  postmasters ;  yet  he  certified  to  the  print- 
ig  of  seventy-one  blanks  where  the  law  allowed  only  one  charge — 
iiat  is  to  say  he  certified  to  seventy-one  compositions  for  blanks  where 
lie  law  only  allowed  for  one  composition.  Mr.  Claxton  was  foreman 
1  the  Union  office  at  that  time  Before  this  occurrence  of  which  I  have 
poken  in  reference  to  blanks,  Mr.  Claxton  while  in  the  Union  office 
resented,  on  one  occasion,  an  account  to  Mr.  Seaman  for  his  approval. 
%e  account  was  for  printing.  Mr.  Seaman  rejected  it,  on  the  ground 
hat  the  law  specifically  stated  that  there  should  be  but  one  charge 
3r  composition.  Mr.  Claxton  afterwards  was  appointed  clerk  in  the 
/omptroller's  office,  and  Mr  Seaman,  after  this  matter  of  binding  had 
»een  placed  under  his  control,  presented  an  account  to  the  Comptrol- 
er's  office  for  payment.  The  account  was  suspended,  and  hung  up 
n  the  Comptroller ' 8  office.  Mr.  Whittlesey  was  Comptroller  at  the 
ime  and  Mr.  Claxton  was  clerk.  The  persons  connected  with  the 
Jnion  office,  Mr.  Forney,  and  others  tried  to  have  Mr  Claxton 
'emoved  on  this  account ;  but  Mr.  Wendell  said  no,  he  would  not 
lave  him  removed,  because  he  had  done  only  his  duty,  and  that  no 
nan  should  be  dismissed  for  doing  his  duty  so  far  as  he  had  any  con- 
rol  over  the  matter.  President  Pierce,  I  understood,  came  down  to 
he  office  himself  in  reference  to  the  matter. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  What  amount  would  the  printer  have 
"ot  for  that  seventy-one  compositions  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question    Has  that  bill  been  paid  ? 

Answer,  Some  disposition  has  been  made  of  it,  I  do  not  know  what. 

Question.  Then  it  was  a  patent  matter — no  concealment  about  it? 

Answer.  I  have  stated  the  facts  as  far  as  I  know  them.  I  do  not 
now  what  the  President  did.     I  know  he  came  down. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Do  you  know  anything  further  in  re- 
ktion  io  the  accounts  or  official  conduct  of  Mr.  Seaman  which  it  is 
nportant  for  this  committee  to  know? 

Answer.  I  know  this,  that  when  the  Senate  committee  was  investi- 
ating  this  same  matter,  George  S.  Gideon  and  James  McGuire  testi- 
ed,  upon  oath,  that  it  was  usual  to  pay  |60  for  certain  kinds  of 
ooks,  the  bills  of  which  Mr.  Seaman  had  certified.  I  asked  the 
)mmittee  if  those  gentlemen  had  sworn,  on  oath,  that  such  was  the 
8aal  price.  They  told  me  they  had.  I  then  handed  the  committee 
document  containing  an  account  of  the  bills  of  those  very  gentle- 
len  for  similar  work,  which  was  paid  for  by  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, and  $30  a  volume  was  all  they  charged,  yet  they  went  before 
he  committee  and  swore  that  $60  was  the  usual  price. 

Question.  Do  these  double  prices  which  he  has  been  certifying  to 
Tin  through  his  business  generally  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  testify  any  further  than  in  reference  to  the  book 
'inding.  I  know  those  lacts,  because  they  are  connected  with  my 
^iness. 
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Question.  My  question  was  whether  it  was  a  common  thing  to  pay 
double  price  for  binding  ? 

Answer.  It  was,  so  far  as  the  Union  OflSce  was  concerned ;  bat  he 
had  control  of  the  matter  only  one  session.  When  Congress  met 
again,  I  called  Senator  Hunter's  attention  to  the  matter,  and  he  said 
it  was  unjust,  and  that  it  should  be  repealed  the  very  first  opportu- 
nity.    It  was  repealed,  and  the  work  was  taken  out  of  his  hands. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  anything  about  the 
contracts  for  engraving  and  lithographing  made  by  that  office  during 
Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  of  anything  which  it  is  important  for 
this  committee  to  know  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  many  things,  but  I  do  not  know  the  factg. 

Question.  If  you  have  heard  any  facts  which  it  is  important  for  this 
committee  to  know,  state  them. 

Answer.  I  have  heard  this,  whether  it  is  important  or  not  I  do  not 
know,  that  J.  C.  McGuire  gave  a  deed  of  a  house  and  lot  in  this  citf 
to  Mrs.  Seaman,  while  her  husband  was  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing.     It  was  a  brick  house. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  of  anybody  else  giving  Mr.  Seaman  any 
money  or  other  consideration  during  the  time  they  were  bidding  for, 
and  were  doing  business  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  beyond  general  rumor. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  McGuire  at  that  time  doing  work  for  the  govern- 
ment under  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  He  was  engaged  with  Mr.  Wendell.  Wendell  had  the 
bindery  and  did  the  work,  and  all  the  materials  which  came  there 
came  directed  to  McGuire,  though  Wendell  did  the  work. 

Question.   What  kind  of  work  was  he  doing  at  that  time? 

Answer.  Binding  blank  books  and  ruling. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  material  change  took  place ifl 
the  price  which  was  allowed  for  this  work  about  that  time? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  The  change  in  prices  was  for  books  for  the  Land 
Office.  The  prices  were  increased  from  |14  to  |28,  and  from  $30  to 
|60  a  volume. 

Question.  How  much  would  that  work  amount  to  during  a  year? 

Answer.  I  cannot  state.  It  depends  entirely  upon  the  amount  of 
books  required  in  the  Land  Office. 

Thomas  Lucas,  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  I  have  been  preparing  paper  for  the  **  Union"  office  for 
most  of  the  time  during  the  last  ten  years.  In  1855  I  left  the  Union 
office  and  received  an  appointment  in  the  Pension  Office.  When  they 
colonized  the  bounty  land  division,  there  was  not  room  enough  in  the 
Pension  Office,  and  I  went  upon  the  night  watch.  I  then  went  to 
preparing  paper  again  for  the  Union  office,  that  is  wetting  it  down 
and  getting  it  ready  for  the  press  There  were  three  branches  of  the 
government  work  going  on  at  that  time  at  the  old  depot,  at  the  Union 
office,  and  at  Naylor's  stables,  as  they  were  called.     I  was  wetting 
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paper  for  the  press  and  the  pressmen  found  fault  with  the  paper, 
stating  that  they  could  not  work  it.  I  told  them  the  fault  was  in  the 
paper  and  not  in  myself.  Of  the  52  pound  paper  especially,  some 
was  thin  and  some  was  thick.  Mr.  Jewett,  a  clerk  under  Mr.  Seaman, 
then  came  up  there,  and  I  selected  four  quires  out  of  one  bundle  of 
paper,  two  stout  and  two  others  thin,  and  weighed  it  to  show  him  the 
difference  and  to  satisfy  him  that  I  could  not  prepare  such  paper 
satisfactorily  for  the  pressmen.  He  told  me  to  do  the  best  I  could  and 
he  would  make  it  all  right  with  me.  I  told  him  I  did  not  want  it 
made  right  as  I  was  getting  |9  a  week  in  preparing  paper,  and  was 
doing  business  as  a  watchman  at  the  same  time,  which  both  gave  me 
about  |1, 000  a  year,  which  would  support  my  family  very  well ;  that  all 
I  desired  was  to  please  the  men  who  employed  me.  About  the  time  the 
congressional  printing  was  removed  to  Mr.  Wendell's  new  building 
the  paper  run  short  on  account  of  the  deep  snow  obstructing  the  modes 
of  bringing  it.  Before  that,  however,  Mr.  Edward  Towers  and  Mr. 
Wendell  had  gone  north  to  purchase  |60,000  worth  of  paper.  The 
paper  came  on  and  it  was  40  pound  paper  instead  of  45  pound  paper. 
The  paper  had  a  label  upon  the  end  of  the  bundle,  marked  24  x  38, 
40  lbs.,  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.,  110  and  112  Nassau  street.  New 
York."  Mr.  Wallace,  who  kept  the  paper  warehouse,  used  to  tear  off 
these  labels  from  the  Campbell  (ff'Hall  paper,  and  from  other  paper, 
and  burn  them  up  ;  finally  they  commenced  sending  Baltimore  county 
paper. 

Question.  What  was  the  matter  with  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  The  paper  was  good  but  it  was  light.  I  do  not  believe 
from  the  time  the  deep  snow  fell,  that  there  was  a  ream  of  paper 
which  came  up  to  weight. 

Question.  How  long  did  you  continue  there? 

Answer.  Fourteen  months.  The  last  time  I  noticed  that  the  paper 
which  came  from  Baltimore  county,  and  had  the  weight  marked  upon 
it,  was  all  stored  in  the  warehouse,  while  the  paper  which  had  nothing 
more  than  a  letter  upon  it,  was  all  worked  off  first.  It  would  be  back- 
ed up  to  the  door  of  the  building  and  we  would  wet  it  down  before 
the  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing  would  get  there. 

Question.   Was  it  regularly  inspected  and  weighed? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  never. 

Question.  Was  it  the  custom  of  the  superintendent's  office  to  in- 
spect the  paper  delivered? 

Answer.  Always  before  that.  When  Mr.  Towers  was  Superintend- 
ent of  Public  Printing  and  any  paper  was  sent  up  to  the  Union  office 
which  looked  suspicious,  they  had  me  weigh  it,  and  I  never  found  a 
bundle  which  was  not  up  to  the  mark. 

Question.  Wad  Mr.  Seaman  in  the  habit  of  inspecting  and  weighing 
paper? 

Answer  I  only  saw  the  Baltimore  county  paper,  which  had  a  spe- 
cial mark,  inspected. 

Question.  How  was  that  paper  delivered  to  the  public  printer? 

Answer.  A  great  portion  of  it  never  went  into  the  warehouse.  It 
was  brought  up  in  the  railroad  wagons  and  immediately  put  into  the 
wetting  room. 
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Question.  What  memorandum  was  kept  of  it? 

Answer.  This  man,  Wallace,  kept  a  memorandum. 

Question.  Did  he  take  an  account  of  the  paper  which  was  dumped 
into  the  wetting  room  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  the  government  paid  as  much  per  bundle  as 
if  it  had  been  stored  away  in  the  warehouse. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  impropriety  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Seaman,  or  any  other  person,  in  receiving  or  disposing  of  this  paper 
in  any  way  ? 

Answer.  There  is  always  a  great  deal  of  waste  paper,  and  I  have 
seen  as  many  as  two  or  three  wa«;on  loads  a  day  taken  from  the  office 
and  carried  to  Mr.  Towers,  to  sell  for  waste  paper. 

Question.  Where  was  it  taken  from? 

Answer.  Out  of  the  press  room,  bindery,  and  wetting  room. 

Question.  Was  that  paper  sold  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  Mr.  Towers  told  me  that  he  gave  Wendell  from 
one  to  one  and  a  half  cent  a  pound  for  all  paper,  good,  bad,  and 
indifferent,  as  it  came  along. 

Question.  How  much  would  it  amount  to  per  day  ? 

Answer.  I  made  a  calculation  upon  the  waste  of  the  press  room, 
and  I  calculated  it  would  be  three  reams  of  waste  paper  per  day. 

Question.  How  much  from  the  damping  room  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  in  wetting  200  reams  there  would  be  spoiled  one 
quarter  of  a  ream. 

Question.  And  how  much  from  the  other  rooms? 

Answer.  I  am  not  able  to  say. 

Question.  How  much  do  you  suppose  there  would  be  from  all  the 
different  departments  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say.  I  know  there  was  a  large  loom  full  of 
documents  which  Mr.  Towers  got  in  three  weeks  ;  but  I  judged  then, 
from  what  he  told  me,  tl,at  he  dare  not  sell  them  until  the  documents 
were  bound  and  delivered  to  the  House.  They  were  the  overplus  and 
spoiled  copies. 

Question.  You  stated  that  a  wagon  came  two  or  three  times  a  day 
and  took  away  this  waste  paper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  but  it  could  not  always  be  taken  away  in  two  or 
three  loads. 

Question.  How  many  pounds  could  they  take  away  in  a  load? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Is  that  the  way  in  which  thi»  document  paper  and  waste 
paper  gets  into  the  hands  of  the  grocers  and  merchants  in  this  ciij- 

Answer.  I  think  it  is.  Mr.  Towers  selects  out  from  the  paper  he  |. 
purchases  all  the  white  paper,  and  gathers  up  the  remainder  ifl  | 
bales  and  Fends  it  off  to  the  paper  manufacturer,  for  whom  he  ^  p 
agent,  Mr.  Megargee.  Mr.  Towers  gets  all  the  paper  which  com^  '* 
damp  in  bundles,  and  at  the  same  price  he  pays  for  the  other  waste 

Saper,  and  he  gives  for  the  sweepings  of  the  floor  the  same  that  he 
oes  for  that. 
Question.  In  whose  employ  was  this  man  Wallace? 
Answer.  In  the  employment  of  Mr.  Seaman  and  Wendell. 
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Question.  What  duty  did  he  perform  for  Wendell? 

Answer.  I  never  saw  him  perform  any  duty  for  Wen  lell  beyond 
seeinji^  that  the  paper  was  delivered  to  the  office,  and  the  same  duty 
was  performed  for  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Question.  Was  he  paid  by  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  He  remarked  to  me  that  he  was  paid  $50 
a  month  from  the  government,  and  was  getting  $9  a  week  from  Wen- 
dell. I  made  a  calculation  that  Campbell  &  Uall's  paper  was  ten 
pounds  short  per  bundle.  I  made  the  calculation  that  the  paper  used 
per  day  was  |140  short  in  weight,  provided  that  I  understood  the 
proper  price  for  paper.  That  was  the  paper  which  should  have 
weighed  forty-five  pounds,  but  did  weigh  only  forty  pounds,  and  the 
labels  on  which  had  been  destroyed. 

Question.  Who  kept  the  account  of  the  paper  as  it  was  received 
from  the  railroad  and  steamboats? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wallace. 

Question.  Did  Wallace  open  and  inspect  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  receive  and  pack  it  away  ? 

Answer.  He  did  ;  and  sometimes  I  have  known  that  Mr.  Jewett 
was  not  there  for  two  or  three  days  at  a  time. 

Alfred  B.  Claxton  sworn: 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  I  am  a  clerk  now  in  the  employ  of  the  government. 

Question.  In  what  office? 

Answer.  In  the  office  of  the  First  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  thing  about  a  certified  account  which 
came  from  Mr.  Seaman's  office  during  his  superintendency,  for  bind- 
ing, printing,  &c.  ? 

Answer  Only  so  far  as  the  certificates  issued  by  the  Superintendent 
of  Public  Printing  referred  to  those  accounts. 

Question.  State  whether  the  superintendent  ever  certified  an  account 
for  seventy -one  compositions  when  he  should  have  certified  for  only 
one  composition  ? 

Answer.  In  one  instance  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing 
issued  a  certificate  in  favor  of  the  public  printer  for  blanks  furnished 
by  him  to  the  Post  Office  Department,  in  which  he  allowed  seventy- 
one  compositions.  The  law  specified  that  when  the  alterations  in 
blanks  consisted  of  the  postmaster's  name  merely,  only  one  composi- 
tion should  be  allowed.  I  interpreted  the  law  to  that  effect,  and 
therefore  stopped  that  item  in  the  requisition.  Mr.  Seaman  took  the 
ground  that  because  the  postmasters'  names  and  the  residence  were 
both  altered,  therefore  it  was  over  and  above  the  requirements  of  the 
law,  and  for  this  reason  he  certified  to  seventy-cne  compositions.  I 
insisted  that  the  alteration  of  the  postmasters'  names  included  neces- 
sarily the  alteration  of  the  residence,  for  otherwise  the  blanks  would 
be  ot  no  value. 

Question.  Did  the  Treasury  Department  pay  for  the  seventy-one 
compositions  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir  ;  that  item  now  hangs  up,  suspended  in  the  Treas- 
ury Department. 

Question.  Did  you  at  any  time  during  your  connexion  with  the 
Union  o£Sce  present  a  bill  of  a  similar  character  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Not  exactly  of  a  similar  character  We  performed  work 
where  necessarily  a  hundred  times  the  amount  of  alteration  became 
necessary,  yet  Mr.  Seaman  refused  to  allow  even  double  composition. 
He  refused  to  state  the  reasons  why.  I  considered  from  the  altera- 
tions which  were  made  on  each  page  that  it  ought  to  have  carried 
composition  with  it,  page  for  page.  That  Mr.  Seaman  refused  to  cer- 
tify to. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  thing  else  about  Mr.  Seaman's  accounts? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Were  there  any  attempts  made  to  remove  you  from  oflSce 
because  you  stopped  the  payment  of  this  account  ? 

Answer.  There  was  an  effort  of  that  sort  made  soon  after  I  got  a 
position  in  the  office  of  the  First  Comptroller.  Having  the  exami- 
nation of  the  accounts  I  stopped  that  one  item,  which.  I  considertKi  as 
opening  the  door  to  immense  drafts  upon  the  Treasury  ;  that  the 
allowance  of  that  item  would  have  been  a  precedent  for  the  future 
allowance  of  little  claims.  A  representation  was  made  to  the  Presi- 
dent that  I  had  delayed  and  stopped  this  account.  The  President 
came  to  see  the  First  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  and  anexamioation 
was  then  entered  into  in  the  presence  of  the  President.  The  account 
was  explained  by  the  First  Comptroller  to  the  President ;  so  I  am 
informed.  After  satisfying  himself  of  the  facts  of  the  case,  he  said 
that  if  I  had  not  done  as  I  did  he  thought  I  ought  to  have  been  re- 
moved. It  was  stated  to  me  by  one  of  the  parties  interested,  that  he 
stated  he  could  not  remove  me  for  what  I  had  done,  and  that  I  had 
merely  done  my  duty. 

Question.   Who  were  interested  in  this  attempt  to  remove  you? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  else  in  reference  to  Mr.  Seaman's 
accounts,  or  his  business  transactions^  which  it  is  important  for  this 
committee  to  know? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  of  Mr.  Seaman's  receiving,  directly  or 
indirectly,  any  money  or  other  valuable  consideration  for  any  con- 
tract given  by  him  ?  • 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  How  much  more  money  would  hare* 
been  paid  for  those  seventy-one  compositions  than  the  law  allows  ? 

Answer.  The  amount  which  should  have  been  paid  was  $9.  The 
bill  certified  to  was  |639. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Assuming  the  construction  of  the  law 
by  Mr.  Seaman  as  correct,  and  looking  to  the  ordinary  run  of  the 
business  of  his  office,  what  do  you  suppose  it  would  cost  the  govern- 
ment more  than  it  would  under  your  construction  of  it? 

Answer.  It  is  impossible  to  say. 

Question.  How  often  does  a  necessity  arise  for  a  charge  of  this  sort? 
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Answer.  Once  a  month,  provided  the  department  wanted  thode 
blanks  ? 

Question.  According  to  the  usual  business  of  the  Post  Office  De- 
>artment,  how  often  do  they  need^ those  blanks? 

Answer.  I  should  presume  they  want  them  once  a  moLth. 

Question.  What  difference  do  you  suppose  that  construction  would 
;>robably  have  made  in  the  amount  paid  to  the  public  printer  a  year  ? 

Answer.  Perhaps  it  would  have  made  a  difference  of  $20,000. 

Wednesday,  February  9,  1859. 

Thomas  Sinclair  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  That  of  lithographer. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  any  lithographing  for  the  govern- 
nent  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  kind  of  work  have  you  done  for  the  government? 

Answer.  I  had  some  work  on  the  agricultural  part  of  the  Patent 
)ffice  report,  and  some,  I  think,  on  the  Japan  expedition  ;  some  on 
he  Pacific  railroad  report,  and  prior  perhaps  some  work  on  the  report 
»f  Lieutenant  Gilliss. 

Question.  Can  you  state  how  that  work  was  generally  contracted 
or? 

Answer,  It  was  advertised,  and  I  generally  came  to  Washington, 
ooked  at  it,  examined  what  was  to  be  done,  and  made  proposals 
br  it. 

Question.  Was  all  of  it  advertised? 

Answer.  I  believe  all  that  I  did  was  advertised. 

Question.  Did  you  employ  any  agents  or  other  parties  in  the  city  of 
Washington  to  attend  to  your  business  for  you  ? 

Answer.  Not  in  reference  to  taking  orders  or  getting  work,  I  was 
ilways  here  to  attend  to  that  myself. 

Question.  Did  you  employ  any  agent  in  the  city  of  Washington  to 
ittend  to  your  business  for  you  ? 

Answer.  Mr,  Gideon  has  done  some  such  work  for  me  ;  he  has  at- 
:ended  to  some  little  matters ;  I  sometimes  sent  b^Us  for  him  to  collect ; 
[  am  not  a  wealthy  man  ;  I  am  a  rather  poor  man,  and  it  very  often 
[lappened  that  I  called  on  him  for  money  on  work  before  it  was  due 
Tom  the  government. 

Question.  On  Mr.  Gideon? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  received  money  from  Mr.  George  Gideon  under 
mch  circumstances  ;  I  have  also  received  advances  of  money  on  work 
lot  completed  from  his  father. 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  percentage  on  the  amount  received 
Tom  the  government  for  lithographing  you  paid  to  agents  in  the  city 
)f  Washington  ?    • 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell ;  I  have  paid  no  specific  sum  or  any  specific 
percentage.  I  mean  that  I  have   not  paid  eight  per  cent.,  or  ten  per 
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cent. ,  or  five  per  cent,  on  nay  contracts,  bat  when  I  have  received 
money  from  Mr.  Gideon  two  weeks  before  the  work  was  completed, 

ferhaps  when  I  received  the  amount  of  my  bill  from  the  government, 
would  send  on  to  him  perhaps  $50,  or  $100,  just  as  I  felt  like  doing, 
without  making  any  calculation  as  to  per  centage,  or  without  having 
had  any  agreement  on  the  subject. 

Question.  What  was  the  general  per  centage  that  you  sent  him, 
was  it  three  per  cent,  or  five  per  cent.,  or  eight  per  cent? 

Answer.  I  have  no  information  from  which  I  could  answer  that 
question  precisely.     I  suppose,  perhaps,  it  may  have  been  five  per  cent. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Gideon  interest  himself  generally  in  your  busi- 
ness here? 

Answer.  I  requested  him  to  collect  my#bills  for  me. 

Question.  Did  he  not  recommend  your  bids  to  the  Superintendent, 
or  get  contracts  for  you? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Did  you  request  him  to  do  so  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  when  the  last  work  was  given  out  for  the  Agri- 
cultural Report  of  the  Patent  Office,  there  was  a  sticking  point  in 
regard  to  the  price;  they  wanted  the  work  done  for  a  less  amount 
than  it  had  been  done  for  before. 

Question,  t'or  what  year  was  that? 

Answer.  It  was  the  last  given  out  by  Mr.  Seaman.  I  wrote  to  Mr. 
Seaman  that  I  must  absolutely  decline  to  take  the  work  at  any  such 
price  as  he  proposed  to  pay  for  it. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  of  that  work? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.     They  gave  me  the  price  I  asked  for  it. 

Question.  Was  your  price  more  than  they  were  to  pay  others? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  the  same  price  which  they  paid  others,  I  believe. 

Question.  You  have  just  stated  that  they  had  propositions  to  do  the 
work  for  a  less  price  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  they  wanted  me  to  do  the  work  for  a  less  price. 
I  do  not  know  what  jpropositions  they  may  have  had  ;  that  was  not 
within  my  knowledge.  They  wanted  me  to  do  it  for  three  and  three 
quarter  cents  per  page,  or  four  cents  and  something ;  I  forget  exactly 
what.  I  insisted  that  I  would  only  do  the  work  at  five  cents  per 
page,  which  is  not  a  higher  price  than  we  received  for  doing  such 
work  from  publishers. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  portion  of  that  work  was  done 
at  a  less  price  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  any  of  it  was. 

Question.  Was  your  contract  fpr  the  Senate  or  House  of  Represent- 
atives ? 

Answer.  For  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  Senate  got  theirs  done  for 
three  and  a  half  cents  per  page  ? 

Ans\ter.  I  was  not  aware  ot  it.  I  did  not  do  any  of  the  work  for 
the  Senate  on  the  Agricultural  Report. 

Question.  Did  you  employ  Mr.  Gideon  befora  tho  superintendency 
of  Mr.  Seaman  as  your«,gent  here?  • 

Answer,  ^o,  aii. 
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Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  Peter  Gorman  for  any  such  service? 
A.nswer.  No,  fir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  speak  to  him  in  reference  to  obtainingv^or^ 
you  before  Mr.  Seaman's  superin tendency  ? 

A^nswer.  No,  sir.     The  first  work  of  any  amount  I  ever  did  for^Q 
vernment  was  on  Lieutenant  Gilliss*  Report,  and  that  was  durCy 
J  superintendency  of  Mr.  Seaman.   Mr   Gorman  has  never  procur^ 
y  work  for  me,  nor  have  I  ever  paid  any  money  to  him  or  had  an^ 
ng  to  do  with  him  in  any  respect. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether  you  have  always  received  the  full 
lount  of  your  certificates  for  work  from  the  Treasury? 
Answer.  I  have,  invariably.  Ih  case  it  was  collected  for  me  by 
lers  it  was  invariably  paid  to  me  in  full.  1  have  coUecteil  it  some- 
aes  by  sending  to  the  office  myself,  and  when  Mr.  Gideon  has  col- 
;ted  it  for  me  he  has  always  paid  me  the  full  amount.  In  the  last 
msaction  I  had  I  was  pressed  for  money,  there  was,  I  believe,  no 
)ney  in  the  treasury  out  of  which  my  bill  could  be  paid,  and  I  sold 
in  Philadelphia. 

Question.  You  then  received  the  full  amounts  of  your  certificates, 
d  after  receiving  it  you  returned  certain  sums  or  proportions  to  your 
;ents  here  ? 
Answer.,  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  during  your  burjness  with  the  government 
y  money  to  any  party  here  except  Mr.  Uideon  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  any  money,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
J.  Megargee,  of  Philadelphia? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  to  Charles  Megargee,  of  Phila- 
Iphia? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  have  made  drafts  through  Charles  Megargee 
It  as  I  have  through  Mr.  Gideon  here.  I  have  been  in  want  of 
mey  for  work  which  was  not  ready  and  have  gone  to  Charles  Me- 
rgee  and  said  to  him  that  I  should  receive  from  the  government, 
'  work,  by  a  certain  day  a  certain  amount  of  money,  and  asked  him 
cash  a  draft  for  me,  which  he  has  done. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  money  to 
melius  Wendell,  of  the  city  of  Washington  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir.    I  have  had  no  dealings  with  Mr.  Wendell,  except 
a  mere  acquaintance. 

Question.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  have  never  paid 
y  money  for  or  on  account  of  these  contracts,  except  to  Mr.  Gideon, 
the  city  of  Washington  ? 
Answer.  To  no  one  else. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid,  at  any  time  during  Mr.  Seaman's 
perintendency,  anything  to  him  in  the  nature  of  a  loan  or  gift  of 
DDey? 

Answer.  I  never  have.  At  one  time  I  cashed  his  note  for  $200, 
I'ch  wks  paid  to  us  again.  That  ia  the  only  money  transaction  I 
^e  ever  had  wiih  him  for  one  dollar.  In  reference  to  the  employ- 
Qt  of  Mr.  Gorman,  Mr.  Seaman  declared,  in  the  first  connexion  I 
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had  w^tb  his  office,  that  if  he  ever  found  me  en  gagging  one  of  these 
men  o  aid  me  in  securing  work,  he  would  immediately  cut  me  off. 
QQjjequently,  in  all  my  transactions  with  that  office,  I  have  invariably 
go^e  directly  to  the  office  and  obtained  whatever  work  I  have  obtained 
^;ectly  from  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  You  say  that  Mr.  Seaman  intimated 
hat  he  must  not  be  approached  by  you  through  Mr  Gorman  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  said  Mr.  Gorman  or  any  auch  people 

Question.  Did  he  advise  you  at  that  time  to  employ  Mr.  vxideon  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.     The  first  acquaintance  I  had  with  Mr.  Gideon 
was  in  the  office  of  Mr.  Charles  Megargee.     While  there,  Mr.  Charles 
Megargee  wanted  to  know  if  I  did  not  wish  to  become  interested  in 
business  at  Washington;  if  I  did,  there  was  a  gentleman  there  whom 
he  could  recommend  as  an  honorable  man.     I  replied  that  I  did,  and 
he  took  me  into  the  store  and  introduced  me  to  Mr.  George  Gideon. 
That  was  my  first  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Gideon,  and  it  led  to  all 
the  subsequent  business  transactions  I  had  with  him.     We  formed  a 
mutual  friendship  for  each  other- 
Question.  What  took  place  between  Mr.  Gideon  and  yourself  at 
that  time  ?     What  was  said  between  you  ? 

Answer.  N  »thing  more  than  that  I  believe  I  said  I  was  solicitous 
to  engage  in  some  of  the  government  work,  and  that  I  should  very 
likely  call  and  see  him  in  Washington,  and  such  general  conversation 
as  that.  There  was  then  no  solicitation  on  his  part  for  me  to  employ 
him  to  procure  woik  for  me,  nor  did  I  make  any  request  to  that  effect. 

Question.  At  the  time  Mr.  Seaman  told  you  that  you  must  not 
employ  or  come  to  his  office  through  Mr.  Gorman,  did  he  distinctly 
tell  you  to  employ  or  come  to  his  office  through  either  Mr.  Wendell 
or  Mr   Gideon  ? 
^  Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  suggest  their  names  as  proper  persons  ? 

Answer.  I  think  at  one  time,  if  my  recollection  nerves  me  correctly, 
he  mentioned  Mr.  Gideon  as  a  proper  person  to  talk  to  if  I  wanted 
any  information,  or  something  to  tha4  effect.  He  said  Mr.  Gideon 
was  the  proper  person  to  talk  to. 

Question.  Now,  will  you  state  precisely  what  he  said  at  that  time? 

Answer.  I  think  the  wofds  I  have  mentioned  contained  the  whole 
of  it,  as  near  as  may  be.  There  was  no  conversation  more  than 
merely  to  remark  that,  if  I  wanted  any  information  in  reference  to 
the  work,  or  any  knowledge  in  reference  to  it,  to  talk  to  Mr.  Gideon. 

Question.  Was  this  before  you  had  employed  Mr.  Gideon  or  after- 
wards ? 

Answer.  It  wa^  after  I  had  spoken  to  him  in  relation  to  business 
here.  When  I  was  first  introduced  to. Mr.  Gideon  I  did  not  know 
Mr.  Seaman,  or  know  anything  about  business  at  Washington  ;  that 
is,  I  had  never  been  here  for  the  purpose  of  getting  work. 

Question.  Now  will  you  state  about  the  amount  you  have  paid  to 
Mr.  Gideon  under  the  various  contracts  you  have  received  from  the 
government? 

Answer.  That  I  could  not  tell. 

Question.  Do  yowVe^^  TLO>aQQV^^V\doL^Q\ild  show  it  ? 
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Answer.  I  have  a  book  here,  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  cannot  n^te 
much  out  ot*  it  myself.     My  bookkeeper  left  me  about  a  year  a^o 
under  rather  unpleasant  circumstances  ;  and  my  books  are  in  such^ 
state^  that  I  cannot  make  much  out  of  them. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  You  have  stated  that  you  cashed  i, 
draft  or  note  for  Mr.  Seaman  ;  what  were  the  circumstances  connected 
with  that  transaction  ?  • 

Answer.  He  was  in  Philadelphia  one  day,  and  said  he  wanted  the 
tnoney.  He  remarked  that  he  had  a  note  to  pay  which  he  had  not 
the  money  to  meet.  I  chanced  to  have  the  money  by  me  at  that  time, 
and  I  cashed  his  note  for  $200. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  he  return  the  money  to  you  ? 

Answer,  At  the  maturity  of  the  note. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  is  your  bookkeeper  who,  you 
state,  left  you  about  a  year  ago  ? 

Answer.  He  is  in  Philadelphia,  I  presume. 

Question.  What  is  his  name? 

Answer.  James  Fender. 

Question.  Do  you  know  where  his  house  is  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  precisely  where  he  lives :  in  Camden,  I 
think.  * 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  It  appears  from  the  amount  your  books 
show  you  to  have  received  from  the  government  for  work  done  from 
you,  that  if  you  paid  Mr.  Gideon  five  per  cent,  on  your  contracts,  you 
must  have  paid  him  over  $3,000  in  all. 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  not  paid  him  anything  like  that  amount ; 
not  more  than  half  the  money  1  have  drawn  from  the  government  has 
been  drawn  through  him.  I  have  drawn  through  other  parties.  I 
have  drawn  through  Mr.  Megargee  ;  I  have  drawn  through  Mr.  Sher- 
man, and  I  have  drawn  through  Mr.  Wendell,  I  think,  once  or  twice, 
or  rather  I  have  had  the  privilege  of  drawing  on  Mr.  Wendell  for 
money  on  work  before  it  was  due  from  the  government. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  you  have  paid  to  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell ;  I  have  not  paid  him  any  specific  per 
centage  on  sums. 

Question.  Do  yon  suppose  you  paid  him  as  much  as  you  did  Mr. 
Gideon  ? 

Answer.  Possibly  I  have.  I  have  had  no  arrangement  in  reference 
to  paying  either. 

Question.  Have  you  drawn  any  portion  of  that  money  through  any 
other  parties  in  this  city,  than  Mr.  Gideon  and  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  Mot  in  this  city. 

Question.  There  seems  to  be  some  confusion  in  your  testimony 
which  needs  explanation  on  your  part.  In  the  first  place  you  say  that 
you  have  paid  money  under  these  circumstances  to  no  other  person  in 
this  city  than  Mr.  Gideon  and  that  you  think  you  paid  him,  perhaps 
five  per  cent.  Now  you  state  that  you  have  also  paid  money  to  Mr. 
Wendell ;  can  you  state  how  much  you  have  paid  to  both  of  these 
parties? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  more  than  five  per  cent? 
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Answer.  I  will  state  on  my  oath  that  T  do  not  helieve  I  have  paid 
iothe  aggregate  to  those  parties  more  than  five  per  cent. — rather 
)j88  than  more.  It  has  been  paid  in  general  without  making  any 
jalculation.  If  |3,000  was  advanced  me  on  work,  the  payment  ot 
which  would  be  due  for  instance  in  ten  days  or  two  weeks,  I  would 
return  immediately  $100  or  $150,  just  as  I  was  in  the  humor.  I 
never  sat  down  to  calculate  the  percentage  which  I  paid  these  men ; 
Mr.  Gideon  never  asked  me  five  per  cent. ,  or  ten  per  cent.,  or  any 
other  percentage,  and  consequently  I  never  sat  down  to  make  any  cal- 
culation on  the  subject,  nor  can  I  tell  you  the  exact  amount  I  did 
give.     That  is  the  truth  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Did  you  consider  the  trouble  Mr. 
Gideon  was  to  in  receiving  this  money  from  the  government,  and  in 
sending  it  to  you  worth  the  proportion  which  you  say  you  paid  him?   , 

Answer.  I  thought  I  would  have  paid  any  man  in  New  York  or 
/  Boston  just  as  much  for  collecting  the  same  amount  of  money. 

The  witness  was  required  to  send  to  Philadelpi.ia  for  books  of 
original  entries  of  his  transactions  with  the  office  of  Superintendent 
of  Public  Printing  which  he  h^d  not  brought  with  him. 

Sylvester  J.  Megargee  re-called : 

■ —  Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Will  you  explain  the  nature  of  yoor 

first  contract  with  the  government  for  plate  paper? 

IH  Answer.  I  stated  in  my  former  examination  that  the  total  amount 

I  of  plate  paper  furnished  the  government  by  Megargee  &  Brothere 

would  not  exceed  200  reams,  costing,  in  round  numbers,  $'4,000. 
I  find,  on  reference  to  the  books,  that  they  furnished  284  reams,  and 
that  the  total  amount  for  the  plate  paper  furnished  by  them  and  by 
myself  is  $10,991  70. 

Question.  Was  the  whole  amount,  as  stated  by  you,  received  by  you 
from  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  was  received  from  the  Senate,  I  think.  It  is 
entered  as  being  so  paid. 

Question.  You  stated  in  your  former  examination  that  you  had  em- 
ployed agents  in  the  city  of  Washington? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Mr.  Wendell  first,  and  afterwards  Mr.  Towers? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Will  you  state  the  particular  duties  which  they  performed 
for  you  in  the  city  of  Washington? 

Answer.  Their  business  was  to  attend  to  the  paper  upon  its  arrival 
here  ;  to  have  the  paper  presented  for  inspection  ;  in  case  the  super- 
intendent was  not  ready  to  receive  the  paper,  to  take  care  of  it,  and 
then  to  have  it  hauled  and  delivered  to  whatever  place  the  govern- 
ment might  designate. 

Question.  How  did  you  generally  send  your  paper  to  Washington? 

Answer.  In  185<»,  while  navigation  was  closed,  we  sent  it  by  rail- 
road from  Baltimore.  All  that  came  from  Philadelphia,  came  direct 
from  there  by  railroad  after  navigation  had  closed.  The  paper  that 
was  sliipped  from  Boston  during  the  winter  of  1856,  was  shipped 
direct  to  \ia\l\viiOTe,  axiA.  ^i^xxi  \.\i^\wift  by  railroad  to  Washington. 
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Question.  Will  you  state  how  it  was  directed  ? 

Answer.  The  instructions  given  by  me  were  that  it  should  be  marked 
"G.  P.,  24  by  38,  45  lbs."  ;  that  is  after  the  office  was  regularly 
}rganized.  The  paper  sent  thus  at  the  very  first  was  not  marked  in 
bhat  way.  It  was  after  being  so  marked  consigned  to  Edward  Towers, 
Agent.  Then  on  the  manifest,  I  am  not  positive,  but  I  think,  it  was 
X)n8igned  to  the  Supeiintendent  of  Public  Printing. 

Question.  Did  these  agents,  Mr.  Wendell  and  Mr.  Towers,  collect 
^our  certificates  and  remit  you  the  money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  did  you  collect  your  money  from  the  government? 

Answer.  I  generally  received  drafts  direct  from  Mr.  Casey,  the 
Inited  States  treasurer. 

Question.  Who  sent  your  certificates  from  the  office  of  the  Superin- 
3ndent  of  Public  Printing  to  the  Treasury  Department  to  be  cashed  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  Mr.  Jewett  did,  but  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Was  it  necessary  that  you  should  endorse  the  certificates 
9  they  were  issued  from  the  superintendent's  office,  before  they  could 
e  cashed  at  the  Treasury  Department? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  ^ 

Question.  In  what  way  was  it  done? 

Answer.  The  certificates  for  the  first  two  years,  I  think,  were  issued 
)  S.  J.  Megargee,  contractor.  The  drafts  for  the  amounts  from  the 
'reasury  were  made  payable  to  my  order,  and  sent  to  me  in  a  letter, 
)ntaining  instructions  to  sign  my  name  corresponding  to  the  filling 
p  of  the  drafts.  That  is  the  way  they  have  been  sent  to  me.  I  never 
adorsed  a  certificate  as  it  came  from  the  superintendent's  office. 

Question.  Will  you  state  upon  what  vouchers  the  drafts  were  issued 
)  you  from  the  Treasury  Department  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  upon  the  certificates  sent  from  the  office  of  the 
uperintendent  of  Public  Printing.  I  recollect  in  one  instance,  when 
wanted  the  money  immediately,  I  went  to  the  Treasury  with  Mr. 
rideon,  and  I  may  have  endorsed  or  signed  some  certificate  to  get  it 
arough  then ;  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Was  it  customary  to  take  the  certificate  sent  by  the 
uperintendent  of  Public  Printing  as  your  voucher  at  the  Treasury 
)epartment  on  which  the  drafts  were  issued  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  so.  I  was  never  there  myself  to  attend  to  it 
lore  than  two  or  three  times  in  my  life. 

Question.  Have  you  any  memorandum  of  your  accounts  with  your 
gents  in  the  city  of  Wasnington  by  which  you  can  tell  how  much 
ou  paid  them  for  their  services  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not.  I  have  general  entries  in  my  books  here  of  my 
ccounts  with  my  agents,  but  no  special  accounts  which  would  lead 
0  the  ascertainment  of  what  they  were  paid  for  their  services. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  much  you  paid  to  your  agents? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  any  means  by  which  you  can  ascertain? 

Answer.  I  could,  perhaps,  by  going  over  the  whole  accounts. 

Question.   Was  it  a  regular  percentage? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  there  was  no  agreement  in  relation  to  it. 
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Question.  How  were  the  accounts  made  up? 

Answer.  At  certain  periods  they  would  make  up  their  accounts  and 
hand  them  to  me ;  Mr.  Towers  acted  for  Mr.  Wendell  in  reality 
through  this  whole  business ;  he  would  hand  me  vouchers  for  cartage, 
railroad  receipts,  showing  freight  paid  ;  I  would  take  these  vouchers 
and  compare  them  with  the  invoices  forwarded,  see  that  they  corres- 
ponded with  the  number  of  reams  or  bundles  forwarded,  and  if  cor- 
rect, pay  them.  Frequently  Xhej  would  draw  on  me  for  amounts, 
leaving  their  accounts  open;  and  the  whole  thing  was  ti ansacted  in 
this  way.  They  were  all  the  time  doing  business  with  and  purchas- 
ing goods  from  me. 

Question.  Did  either  of  the  accouuts  they  sent  to  you  show  the 
amount  which  they  charged  for  their  services  in  performing  this  work 
for  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Can  you  turn  to  the  entries  in  your  books  in  reference  to 
the  money  acceptances,  &c.,  which  you  received  from  Mr.  Seaman,  in 
relation  to  which  you  testified  in  your  examination  on  Saturday,  which 
were  not  paid  through  the  treasury  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  testimony  which  I  gave  you  the  other  day,  in 
reference  to  a  part  of  this  matter,  was  calculated  to  mislead  you,  unin- 
tentionally on  my  part,  of  course;  I  inferred  that  I  had  received  the 
money  for  a  certain  amount,  which  I  find,  on  reference  to  my  books, 
was  in  the  shape  of  a  drafl  for  some  days,  given  by  the  bankers. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Was  it  paid? 

Answer.  We  deposited  and  got  the  money  for  it.  The  first  settle- 
ment I  made  with  the  superintendent  for  45  pound  paper  was  for^ 
1,724  reams,  for  which  I  took  his  acceptance  to  the  amoimt  of 
$3,430  82.  I  received  cash  from  him  at  the  time  to  the  amount  of 
$93  99,  and  a  check  on  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.,  for  $6,900,  for  which  they 
gave  me  a  draft  on  Philadelphia  or  New  Yoik,  payable  some  days 
ahead  of  date. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  was  the  total  amount? 

Answer.  $10,424  81.    . 

Question.  Did  you  receive  the  whole  of  that  amount? 

Answer.  I  stated  the  other  day  that  I  had  been  looking  into  the 
matter,  and  could  not  make  it  out  from  the  books  *  and  I.  think  the 
testimony  I  gave  then  was  without  any  such  intention  on  my  part  cal- 
culated to  mislead  you.  I  was  then  under  the  impression  that  $1,300 
of  the  amount  was  not  paid  until-  a  long  time  afterwards,  but  on  look- 
ing over  jny  cash  book  yesterdy,  I  found  that  it  was  all  paid  shortly 
afterwards.  The  amount  was  credited  on  April  18,  1867,  but  I  find 
the  amount  for  which  I  received  a  draft  from  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.,  was 
not  entered  in  the  cash  book  until  May  3,  which  I 'presume  was  the 
time  that  draft  had  to  run.  There  is  an  entry  here  of  $1,469  71  to 
the  United  States  government,  for  which  I  see  no  debit.  It  may  go 
into  th«  account  of  Mr.  Seaman's  acceptance,  though  I  cannot  speak 
positively.  I  see  here  another  entry  of  $300,  which  may  have  been 
the  final  draft  sent  by  Mr.  JeWett  to  settle  the  account,  though  I  can- 
not explain  with  certainty  the  whys  and  wherefores  in  reference  t^  it. 

Question.  Did^ouVvav^  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Seaman  on  the 


TESTIMONY.  177 

abject  of  the  payment  of  that  account  at  the  time  yon  took  his  accept- 
tice? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Qaestion.  What  did  he  say  about  it? 

Answer.  I  have  no  very  particular  recollection  in  reference  to  it. 
know  that  at  the  time  these  1,724  reams  of  paper  were  settled  for, 
lere  was  a  very  much  larger  amount  of  paper  delivered,  for  which 
0  settlement  had  been  made.  He  wanted  to  settle  for  that  amount, 
i  order  to  square  up  his  waste  leaf  account,  and  he  said  he  would  pay 
le  at  that  time  for  1,724  reams.  I  had  then  very  little  knowledge  of 
ow  these  accounts  were  made  up.  I  did  not  know  whether  he  was 
ae  officer  to  disburse  the  money,  or  whether  it  was  to  come  from 
nother  department.  I  had  received  money  from  various  places  for 
be  various  bills  I  had  had  against  the  government.  My  impression  is, 
hat  he  at  first  gave  me  a  check  on  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.  for  the  whole 
imoant,  but  immediately  changed  the  transaction,  and  asked  me  to  ac- 
«pt  a  check  for  $6,900,  $93  99  in  cash;  and  then  he  asked  me  whether 
[  would  take  his  acceptance  for  thirty  days  for  the  balance.  I  told 
nm  I  would  do  so.  He  stated  that  this  paper  was  to  be  paid  for  by 
;he  various  binders ;  that  the  amounts  aue  from  them  were  not  all 
X)llected,  but  that  he  would  remit  them  as  they  were  collected,  to 
)oyer  his  acceptance  for  $3,430  82,  which,  as  I  understood  him,  was 
he  indebtedness  of  the  various  binders  for  waste  paper. 

Question.  He  stated  that  when  he  gave  his  acceptance  for  thirty 
lays  that  the  amounts  had  not  all  been  received  from  the  binders,  and 
ibat  he  would  collect  the  various  amounts  and  remit  them  to  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  not  state  that  he  had  collected  the  whole  amount 
ind  that  he  had  it  in  bank  ?  • 

Answer.  No;  sir ;  I  do  not  think  he  did.  I  cannot  recollect  the 
^nversation  very  distinctlv.  I  called  his  attention  several  times  to 
le  matter  of  closing  up  the  account,  ^e  said  the  binders  ought  to 
^ave  paid  up  their  bills  for  waste  paper,  and  that  he  would  attend  to 
^'  I  received  drafts  from  one  of  his  clerks  from  time  to  time,  as  I 
appose  the  binders. paid  their  accounts,  until  the  whole  amount  was 
^▼ered  by  drafts  from  that  clerk  in  his  office.' 

Question.  Why  was  the  draft  from  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.  post  dated? 

Answer.  1  cannot  tell  you.  I  do  not  recollect  the  financial  condition 
'  the  time.  It  may  be  that  I  could  have  received  payment  at  the 
lie  in  currency,  but  that  I  preferred  to  receive  a  dratt^  which  would 

Worth  more  that  far  ahead.    . 

Question.  Did  not  Mr.  Seaman  state,  at  the  time  of  the  transaction, 
^t   some  disturbance  had  taken  place  about  this  waste  leaf  paper. 
^Unt,  and  that  it  was  .necessary  for  him  to  dispose  of  that  sum  at 
^t  particular  time,  or  about  that  time? 
'A.uswer.  I  have  no  such  recollection. 

Question.  Did  he  not  tell  you  that  he  had  collected  thatf  sum  from 
^  binders,  who  were  making  a  disturbance  outside  because  he  had 
^  paid  it  out  to  the  government  or  anybody  else? 
^Uawer.  I  am  very  positive  in  regard  to  that,  that  he  did  not. 
Question.  Then  what  particular  reason  did  he  give  you  for  asking 
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how  the  paper  waB  to  be  settled  for.  I  did  not  know  but  Mr. 
was  a  disbursing  officer  for  that  purpose. 

Question.  Was  that  the  first  payment  that  had  been  mad( 
under  your  contract  ? 

Answer.  For  the  45-pound  paper  it  was. 

Question.  Had  he  not  previously  drawn  a  certificate  for  the 
in  the  usual  way  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it,  though  it  may  have  be 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  he  drew  the  certificate  in  t 
way  entitling  you  to  a  draft  on  the  treasury,  wliich  he  aftei  m 
celled  and  asked  you  to  receive  payment  for  the  amount  in 
you  have  stated  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  any  such  thing  was  done,  <^r 
I  have  no  recollection  of  it.  I  have  some  recollection  of  drawi 
receipt  of  some  kind  and  signing  for  the  amount. 

Question.  Now,  will  you  state  whether  the  whole  1,724  ret 
been  delivered  at  that  time? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  a  much  larger  amount. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether  any  deduction  was  m 
subsequent  bill  to  cover  a  deficit  in  that  particular  amount? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Do  your  books  show  any  transaction  of  that  kind 

Answer.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Question.  Did  not  Mr.  Seaman  tell  you  at  the  time  that 
not  delivered  the  amount  for  which  payment  was  due,  but  ths 
necessary  for  him  to  pay  that  amount  of  money  in  order  to  di 
the  fund  which  had  accumulated  for  waste  leaves  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  anything  of  the  kiod. 
give  you  here  the  number  of  reams  charged  against  the  gov< 
up  to  that  time  as  appears  from  my  books,  leaving  a  margin  < 
weeks  for  the  paper  sent  to  have  been  delivered.  This  settlen 
made  on  the  18th  of  April.     I  find  that  I  have  charcred  on  m^ 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  see  there  is  a  line  drawn,  which  we  do  in  settling 
le  amount  of  invoices,  and  a  menoorandum  on  the  books  that  up  to 
lat  time  6,169  reams  had  been  sent. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  many  reams  of  paper  the  government 
wed  for  at  that  particular  time  ? 

Answer.  1  do  not  know  how  many  reams  they  owed  for,  for  they 
ere  not  justly  indebted  for  paper  until  it  had  been  received,  and  I 
0  not  know  how  much  had  been  received. 

Question.  Then  you  do  not  know  how  much  they  had  received  at 
liat  time? 

Answer.  I  do  not;  I  had  a  great  deal  of  trouble  with  them  about 
bis  time,  and  I  thought  there  was  a  disposition  to  break  my  contract. 

Question.  How  many  reams  do  your  books  show  they  had  received 
t  that  time  ? 

Answer.  They  do  not  show  certainly;  it  is  merely  a  presumption  on 
ly  part;  but  giving,  as  I  said,  eighteen  days  after  the  paper  was  for- 
rarded  for  it  to  have  been  received,  they  had  received  2,713  reams. 

Question.  When  was  the  next  settlement  made? 

Answer.  On  the  26th  of  April. 

Question.  How  many  reams  of  paper  were  settled  for  then? 

Answer.  1,511. 

Question    How  long  was  that  after  the  other  settlement  ? 

Answer.  According  to  the  books,  it  must  have  been  eight  days. 

Question.  Can  you  state  the  gross  amount  of  46-pound  paper,  i 
earns,  supplied  during  the  contract  year  of  1856  ? 

Answer.   By  referring  to  my  books  I  find  that  I  supplied 

earns  for  that  year. 

Question.  Is  that  all  the  paper  of  that  description  you  supplied 
luring  that  contract  year  ? 

Answer.  It  is,  so  far  as  I  can  explain  my  books. 

Question.  Now,  will  you  be  kind  enough  to  state  the  gross  amount 
rhich  you  received  for  that  number  of  reams  ? 

Answer.  I  have  credited  on  my  books  for  that  year  $112,066  73. 

Question.  Is  that  the  whole  amount  which  your  books  show  you  to 
lave  received  for  45-pound  paper  furnished  the  government  during 
he  contract  year  of  1856  ? 

Answer.  As  far  as  I  can  ascertain  from  the  examination  I  have 
:iven  of  my  books,  it  is. 

Question.  How  many  reams  of  the  same  description  of  paper  did 
ou  supply  during  the  contract  year  of  1857  ? 

Answer.  I  find  charged  on  my  books  35,9772^5^  reams. 

Question.  Now  state  the  total  amount  received. 

Answer.  There  seems  to  be  a  credit  for  that  year  of  $220,826  20. 

Question.  Can  you  tell  us  the  number  of  reams  of  45-pound  paper 
ipplied  the  government  during  the  conrract  year  of  1858? 

Answer.  I  have  charged  here  15,880  reams.  You  will  find,  I 
link,  in  the  report  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  an  ac- 
Mint  of  only  some  11,000  for  that  year;  that  was  the  number  of 
iams  supplied  up  to  the  time  his  report  was  made  up  for.  The  num- 
ir  of  reams  furnished  in  reality,  however,  was  15,880,  of  which 
^oant  1,200  reams  were  rejected  and  withdrawn. 
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Question.  By  whom  was  it  rejected  ? 

Answer.  800  reams  were  rejected  ^  and  I  withdrew  the  invoice  and 
would  not  present  it  for  inspection. 

Question.  Was  the  paper  of  which  you  now  speak  rejected  by  the 
present  Superintendent? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  paper  rejected  hy  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  had  paper  rejected  during  his  administration^  but  sot 
by  him. 

Answer.  Did  you  have  any  returned  or  withdrawn  during  his  ad- 
ministration ? 

Answer.  None  of  any  considerable  amount;  I   am  not  positife 
whether  there  was  any  or  not. 

Question.  What  became  of  the  paper  which  was  rejected  by  the 
clerk  in  Mr.  Seaman's  office  ? 

Answer.  It  was  finally  received. 

Question.  Upon  what  point  was  that  paper  rejected? 

Answer.  They  said  the  paper  was  not  equal  to  the  sample. 

Question.  Was  it  finally  taken  at  the  same  price,  or  was  there  a 
reduction  made  in  the  price  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  reduction  made. 

Question.  Do  you  think  it  was  as  good  as  the  sample? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  a  great  deal  of  it  was  better. 

Question.  Was  any  of  it  inferior  f 

Answer.  I  think  there  was,  perhaps,  a  small  portion  of  it  which, 
perhaps,  was  not  quite  equal  to  the  sample.  At  the  time  the  paper 
was  rejected  there  was  a  nght  going  on  between  the  printer  and  the 
receiving  clerk.  I  think  1  had  at  one  time  as  much  as  8,000  reams 
of  paper  lying  here  which  had  been  rejected  by  the  receiving  clerk. 

Question.  Will  you  please  state  how  much  you  have  paid  at  differ- 
ent times  to  the  agents  you  have  employed  in  the  city  of  Washington 
during  the  period  you  have  been  furnishing  paper  to  the  government? 

Answer.  On  the  17th  of  April,  1856,  I  find  a  draft  for  $500,  which 
I  presume  is  for  that  purpose  ;  I  find  a  draft  from  Mr.  Towers,  on  the 
16th  of  September,  of  the  same  year,  for  $200,  which  I  presume  is  for 
that  purpose.  On  my  cash-book  I  find  that  at  that  date  cash  was 
paid  to  that  amount  and  charged  to  Mr.  Towers.  His  accounts  haye 
been  settled  «p  at  regular  periods,  and  there  is  quite  a  balance  against 
him  at  this  point  on  the  books.  I  find  a  draft  in  September,  1^7,  of 
$400  from  Edward  Towers^  which  I  suppose  is  for  the  same  purpose ; 
I  am  satisfied,  however,  that  these  books  will  not  give  you  any  ade- 
quate idea  of  the  amount  of  money  I  have  paid  to  my  agents  here ; 
Mr.  Towers  kept  a  paper  store  here  at  the  time,  and  I  had  large  trans- 
actions with  him  for  merchandise.  It  is  impossible  to  separate  the 
accounts  so  as  to  show  what  was  received  by  him  as  agent,  and  he  has 
since  had  a  large  account  for  purchasing  paper  shavings  of  the  difierent 
binders.  In  1857  there  was  a  considerable  account  for  this  item,  and 
in  1858  we  have  probably  given  him  a  draft  for  $15,000  or  $20,000 
1  for  paper  shavings. 

J  Question.  Qive  us  the  items,  if  you  please,  as  far  as  you  can? 

f  Answer.  Ou  l\i^  \^\\i  oi  ^^htuary^  1867, 1  find  in  our  account  with 
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lelius  Wendell  a  bill  charged  to  Edward  Towers,  to  the  amount  of 
56  H6.  This  is  the  bill  rendered  by  Mr.  Towers,  in  the  aggregate, 
?.  Wendell  to  us  in  his  account;  on  the  19th  of  February  a  final 
ement  was  made  of  the  account,  and  since  that  time  a  different 
se  has  been  pursued  ;  since  then  we  have  paid  the  freights  at  the 
ing  points,  and  there  remains  now  nothing  to  pay  on  the  arrival 
6  paper  here  except  the  cartage. 

lestion.  Will  you  now  tell  us  in  general  terms,  as  nearly  as  you 
what  amount  you  have  paid  your  agents  here  for  the  service  they 

rendered  ? 

iswer.  The  amount  which  I  have  just  stated  of  $1,555  36  was 
lU  for  services;  it  included  the  expenses  paid  by  Mr.  Towers  for 
what  proportion  of  it  was  for  services,  and  what  portion  for  freight 
other  expenses,  I  cannot  tell, 
lestion.  Do  your  books  not  show  somewhere  ? 
iswer.  No,  sir ;  not  to  my  knowledge.     I  have  paid  a  great  deal 
)  than  any  entries  that  I  have  been  able  to  point  out  indicate, 
lestion.  Will  you  now  state  about  the  sum,  as  far  as  your  judg- 
k  uT  recollection  goes,  that  you  have  paid  Mr.  Wendell,  and  Mr, 
ers,  acting  for  him,  for  services  as  agent  during  your  connexion 

the  oflBce  of  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing  in  furnishing 
r  for  the  government? 

nswer.  Probably  $7,000  or  $8,000.  There  was  never  any  amount 
ed  upon.  Mr.  Wendell  said  he  would  be  reasonable  as  to  his 
>.  There  had  before  been  a  good  deal  of  trouble  between  the 
ic  printer  and  the  agent  in  reference  to  paper  being  lost, 
lestion.  And,  so  to  avoid  that,  you  made  the  public  printer  your 
it? 

Qswer.  Yes,  sir ;  he  made  the  suggestion  himself.  I  had  been 
lainted  with  him  for  a  long  time  ;  I  was  acquainted  with  him  from 
commencement  of  the  low-bidding  system  here, 
aestion.  Do  you  not  think  you  have  paid  to  Mr.  Wendell,  or  to 
rs  for  him,  for  such  services,  during  that  period,  a  sum  equal  or 
It  equal  to  $28,000. 
nswer.  No,  sir. 

aestion.  Do  you  not  think  you  paid  more  than  $7,000  or  $8,000. 
Dswer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

lestion.  Were  you  or  your  firm  induced  to  pay  this  money,  or 
portion  of  it,  to  Mr.  Wendell,  in  consideration  of  any  infiuencc 
be  might  have  with  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  in 
ring  contracts  for  you  ? 
iswer.  No,  sir. 

lestion.  Has  Mr.  Wendell  interested  himself  in  securing  you  con- 
8  from  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 
iswer.  I  cannot  say  that  he  has,  any  more  than  a  friend  would 
in  interest  in  securing  orders  for  a  friend. 

lestion.  Would  not  these  payments  naturally  enlist  his  feelings 
at  way  ? 

iswer.  I  am  not  competent  to  answer  a  question  of  that  kind,  for 
not  know  what  may  have  been  his  feelings, 
lestion.  What  would  be  the  natural  effect? 
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Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  is  a  man  to  he  influenced  hj  anything 
of  that  kind.  I  think  it  is  very  natural  that  parties  who  are  intimftte 
with  each  other  socially  and  in  business  connexions  should  favor  one 
another  in  business  transactions  whenever  they  possibly  can.  I  think 
it  is  nothing  more  than  natural  or  human. 

Question.  Will  you  please  state  whether  you  have  received  in  the 
city  of  Philadelphia,  from  other  parties  than  the  firm  of  Van  Ingen 
&  Snyder,  any  moneys  to  remit,  irom  parties  engaged  in  public  con- 
tracts, to  either  Mr.  Wendell,  Mr.  McGuire,  or  Mr.  Gideon  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  recollection.  I  have  had  large  transactions  in 
money  myself  with  two  of  these  parties. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  money  in  the  city  of  Philadel- 
phia, or  from  parties  in  any  other  locality  who  were  engaged  in  doing 
work  for  the  government  under  the  superintendency  of  Mr.  Seaman, 
or  in  furnishing  supplies  to  the  government  of  paper  or  of  any  char- 
acter or  description,  to  remit,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  Mr.  Seaman 
himself? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  person  who  has  been  engaged  in 
these  contracts  either  for  supplying  paper,  for  engraving,  lithographic 
printing,  or  any  other  business  of  the  government  passing  through  the 
office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  having  paid  to  Mr. 
Seaman,  or  to  any  one  else  for  his  benefit,  any  money  or  other  valua- 
ble consideration  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  anything  of  the  kind. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  such  an  instance? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have. 

Question.  Will  you  please  state  what  you  have  heard,  and  the  facta 
connected  with  it  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  state  any  particular  case. 

Question.  State  what  you  have  heard? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  heard  that  parties  in  Philadelphia  have 
made  overtures  to  Mr.  Seaman  to  pay  him  money  for  contracts  ? 

Question.  Will  you  state  the  name  or  names  which  you  have  heard 
connected  with  such  transactions? 

Answer.  I  really  cannot  say.  It  would,  at  best,  be  merely  im- 
pressions that  I  may  have  derived  from  persons,  my  associates  in  kin- 
dred branches  of  business,  who  I  have  heard  make  allusions  to  the 
subject.  I  know  of  one  case  which  I  think  I  can  identify — that  of 
William  Rice,  of  Philadelphia,  who  was  the  proprietor  of  the  Penn- 
sylvanian.  I  do  not  know  how  I  heard  of  it,  but  I  have  the  impres- 
sion that  I  have  heard  that  he  made  large  overtures  to  Mr.  Seaman 
in  payment  of  contracts  if  they  were  given  out  to  him.  1  am  able  to 
single  out  that  case  because  of  some  circumstances  connected  with  it. 

Question.  State  what  those  circumstances  were. 

Answer.  I  heard  that  a  man  was  here  for  certain  contracts,  and  it 
was  understood  or  spoken  of,  I  cannot  say  by  what  parties,  that  Mr. 
Rice  was  here  soliciting  contracts  for  his  friends,  and  that  he  had 
made  large  overtures  to  Mr.  Seaman  to  obtain  contracts  for  his  friends. 

Question.  Who  were  his  friends  ? 

Answer.  1  am uoX.  %\A^  \.o  ^laA/i  who  these  parties  were.    He  is  a  man 
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▼ho  18  about;  a  good  deal  ia  that  way.  He  has  freqaently  said  to  me 
that  he  would  get  me  orders  from  such  and  such  parties  in  the  city 
not  having  any  connexion  with  the  government  at  all.  He  would 
proffer  his  services  to  me  frequently  without  asking  any  consideration 
from  me  for  them. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  he  took  an  interest  in  at  this  particular 
;ime? 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Charles  Deal  was  one. 

Question.  What  was  he? 

Answer.  A  paper  seller. 

Question.  Was  he  alone,  or  was  he  associated  with  a  firm  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  person  connected  with  him 
Q  business.     It  is  not  known  to  the  public,  if  there  is. 

Question.  What  particular  character  of  paper  did  he  deal  in  ? 

Answer.  A  miscellaneous  business.  I  think  probably  on  this  occa- 
ion  I  furnished  him  with  his  samples. 

Question.  Did  he  get  a  contract  from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Who  else  did  Mr.  Rice  take  an  interest  in  at  that  time? 

Answer.  I  cannot  name  any  other  parties.  I  know  that  Mr.  Rice 
ras  here  working  to  obtain  contracts  for  his  friends. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Rice  take  any  interest  in  your  contract  for  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  to  my  knowledge.  He  may  have  told  me  that 
e  did. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  him  anything  for  doing  so? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Rice  and  Mr.  Seaman  were 
n  intimate  terms  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  they  were.  I  have  seen  them  frequently 
ogether. 

Question.  Have  they  been  on  intimate  terms  since  that  time? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  anything  to  the  contrary. 

Question.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Rice  about  that 
latter? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Rice  ever  paid  Mr.  Seaman 
ny  money  on  your  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  did.  I  do  not  think  he  ever  made  any 
iroposition  to  Mr  Seaman  in  reference  to  my  contract. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether  you  ever  heard  of  any  person  pay- 
Qg  money  to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  anybody  else  for  the  benefit  of  Mr. 
•eaman,  or  of  loaning  money  to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  others  for  his  ben- 
fit,  or  of  giving,  as  a  gift  or  present,  to  Mr.  Seaman  any  valuable 
onsideration  for  any  work  or  contract  whatever  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  parties  who  had  loaned  him  money,  but  I 
lever  heard  any  one  say  he  had  paid  him  money  for  a  contract  ? 

Question.  Can  you  state  who  among  the  contractors  you  have  heard 
las  loaned  him  money  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  that  the  firm  of  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.,  of 
few  York,  did  ;  and  I  have  heard  the  name  of  George  H.  Levis,  of 
Philadelphia,  mentioned  in  that  connexion. 
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Question.  Will  you  state  whether  you  have  heard  any  party  in 
Philadelphia  say  he  had  loaned  him  money? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  positively.  I  have  a  sort  of  recollection  that 
I  heard  one  of  the  partners  of  another  firm  in  Philadelphia  say  they 
had  loaned  him  money. 

Question.  What  firm  was  that? 

Answer.  P  8.  Duval  &  Co. 

Question.  Wtis  it  Mr.  Duval  himself  or  his  partner  who  told  you? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Duval  himself. 

Question.  Do  you  know  John  Cassin,  of  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  him  say  he  had  loaned  or  paid  Mr. 
Seaman  money  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did. 

Question,  Do  you  know  D.  Chillas,  formerly  of  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  him  say  anything  on  this  subject? 

Answer.  Not  in  regard  to  loaning  money.;  I  have  heard  him  talk 
a  good  deal  about  business  matters  in  Washington. 

Question.  What  has  be  said  to  you  on  subjects  connected  with  the 
office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  heard  him  evince  considerable  dissatisfac- 
tion in  reference  to  contracts  here ;  he  thought  he  was  not  treated 
rightly. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Sinclair^  of  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  Very  well. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  him  say  he  had  paid  money  to  Mr. 
Seaman,  Mr.  Wendell,  or  Mr.  Gideon^  for  contracts  for  engraving? 

Answer.  I  never  have. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  him  say  that  he  had  loaned  money 
to  these  parties  or  either  of  them? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  done  so  or  not? 

Answer.  I  really  do  not ;  I  know  that  Mr.  Gideon  attended  to  his 
business  for  him  here  a  long  time. 

Question.  Have  you  known  of  any  contractor  making  Mr.  Seaman 
any  considerable  present  during  the  continuance  of  his  contract  or 
shortly  before  its  commencement? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  you  cull  a  considerable  present ;  I 
have  known  what  I  call  a  small  present  having  been  made  to  him,  bat 
never  anything  to  exceed  the  value  of  $50. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  receiving  any  money  from  Mr.  Wendell 
in  the  shape  of  a  draft  payable  to  Van  Ingen  &  Snyder,  of  Phila- 
delphia ? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  what  was  said  at  the  time  you  handed 
over  the  draft  to  Mr.  Van  Ingen  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  'jowtxio^  Ni\i^'Ocv^\  %.\i^\Jcv\\i^  had  been  deducted  from 
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the  amount  which  Mr.  Wendell  had  received  for  Van  Ingen  & 
Snyder  ? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  of  the  kind ;  I  handed  over  the  same 
draft  which  I  received  by  mail  from  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  Was  there  no  explanation  of  the  transaction  given  to 
you? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  testified  that  you  had  received  a  bill  on  the  govern- 
ment from  Van  Ingen  &  Snyder,  to  be  handed  to  Mr.  Wendell ;  do 
you  know  what  work  that  bill  was  for  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  for  what  was  termed  the  camel  work. 

Question.  What  did  you  do  with  that  bill  ? 

Answer.  I  either  handed  it  or  mailed  it  to  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  out  of  a  bill  collected  for  Van  Ingen  & 
Snyder  any  portion  of  a  deduction  of  $1,400  or  $1,600  which  was 
deducted  by  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  that  deduction  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  Mr.  Seaman  any  money  for  yourself 
or  your  firm  ? 

Answer.  I  have  loaned  him  money  individually. 

Question.  What  amount? 

Answer.  I  really  am  not  able  to  say  what  amount.  I  loaned  him 
a  considerable  amount  in  the  aggregate.  During  the  three  years  in 
which  we  supplied  paper  for  the  government  I  discounted  his  paper, 
from  time  to  time,  for  a  very  considerable  amount. 

Question.  Is  there  any  portion  of  it  still  standing  due  ? 

Answer.  There  is. 

Question.'  Will  you  state  how  much  you  have  loaned  him,  as  nearly 
as  possible,  and  how  much  there  is  still  due  ? 

Answer.  In  June,  1855,  I  find  that  I  loaned  him  $2,000  on  his 
note,  on  which  I  charged  him  $26  for  interest  and  exchange.  In 
December,  1855,  I  loaned  him  $2,000,  and  in  February,  1857,  I 
loaned  him  $1,350.  I  cannot,  from  the  books  I  have  liere,  give  you 
all  the  separate  items  of  loan. 

Question.  How  much  is  now  standing  duo  you  ? 

•  Answer.  There  is  a  note  of  $2,895,  a  draft  of  $2,000,  and  bills 
which  were  paid  by  me  to  the  amount  of  $4,600.  About  $350  of  that 
amount  has  been  paid  since  January,  1858. 

Question.  How  much  in  the  aggregate  is  still  due  ? 

Answer.  In  round  amount,  I  should  say  about  $7,700, 

Question.  That  is  all  he  is  indebted  to  you  for  ? 

Answer.  That  is  the  whole  amount. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  indebted  to  your  firm,  or  to 
any  other  member  of  it  ? 

Answer.  It  appears  that  he  did  not  pay  a  note  at  maturity  which, 
on  the  books  of  the  firm,  was  charged  to  me.  These  are  all  the 
amounts  which  I  loaned  out  of  my  own  individual  cash. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Ctovodc.)  Have  you  any  securvly  fox  \»Vi%X  tdlwx^^'^ 

Answer.  I  have  not. 
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Question.  Are  70a  in  tbe  habit  of  loaning  large  sumB  of  money  lo 
irresponsible  men  without  security  ? 

Answer.  I  have  known  parties  loan  larger  snms  to  business  men  ^ 
with  whom  they  were  dealing.     It  is  one  of  the  greatest  abuses  of 
of  our  business.     Publishers  dealing  with  us  will  borrow  large  sums  of  - 
money,  as  the  condition  of  their  patronage.     I  am  free  to  say  that, 
but  for  Mr.  Seaman's  position  as  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Print- 
ing at  the  time,  I  would  not  have  loaned  him  that  amount  of  money.    . 

Question.  Have  you  made  any  effort  to  have  those  amounts  paid  ? 
Have  you  called  his  attention  to  the  matter  from  time  to  time  ? 

Answer.  From  the  time  he  went  out  of  office  he  has  told  me  of  his  . 
great  distress.  He  has  asked  me  since  to  loan  him  money  on  certain  j 
property  in  Philadelphia^  of  very  little  value,  as  I  think.  ^ 

Question.  Did  you  expect,  when  you  were  extending  these  accommo- 
dations to  him  from  time  to  time,  that  you  should  ever  be  repaid  by 
him,  or  were  you  indifferent  as  to  whether  you  received  them  or  not? 
Answer.  His  notes  were  always  promptly  met,  with  the  exception 
of  the  one  of  $2,100  91,  which  I  mentioned  as  charged  on  the  books 
of  the  firm  to  me.  This  was  due  in  December,  1856,  and  was  not 
paid  until  February,  1857.  I  do  not  recollect  now  what  reason  he 
gave  for  not  meeting  that  at  maturity.  I  presume  he  gave  me  a  sat- 
isfactory reason  at  tne  time. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.^  You  stated  a  moment  since  that  but 
for  his  official  position  you  would  not  have  loaned  him  this  money? 
Answer.  I  would  not  but  for  that. 

Question.  Then  his  official  relation  to  you  and  to  your  contract  had 
some  influence  in  inducing  you  to  make  those  accommodations  ? 
Answer.  I  confess  that  it  had. 

Question    Have  you  ever  paid  anything,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
any  of  the  clerks  in  his  office? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Ton  mentioned  some  trouble  about  your  delivery  of  paper, 
will  you  be  good  enough  to  state  what  that  trouble  was  ? 

Answer.  The  government  was  using  large  quantities  of  paper,  and 
I  was  sending  it  on  as  fast  as  it  would  have  been  possible  for  any 
man  in  the  country  to  send  it.  As  each  lot  of  paper  came  on  here,  I 
received  letters  from  my  agent  here  saying  that  the  paper  was  not 
satisfactory,  and  would  not  be  received.  The  rejection  of  the  paper 
made  it  necessary  for  me  to  incur  the  expense  of  renting  a  building, 
and  of  having  the  paper  stored  there.  This  thing  went  on  until  the 
paper  had  accumulated  on  my  hands  here  to  the  amount  of  8,000 
reams,  worth,  the  round  amount,  |50,000.  This  paper,  in  my  judg- 
ment, with  the  exception  of  a  few  bundles,  was  fully  equal  in 
quality  to  the  contract  standard.  I  had  several  interviews  with  the 
party  whose  duty  it  was  to  receive  the  paoer  for  the  Superintendent, 
and  he  said  it  was  not  good.  I  appealed  to  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing,  and  he  said  he  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it;  that 
his  paper  clerk  had  the  whole  matter  in  charge.  I  then  went  to  the 
office  and  got  this  person  to  go  and  show  me  the  paper  which,  in  his 
opinion,  was  o\>jec\.\oiD.«Ja\^.  W^^Vvai  Ts^axk  sheets  of  paper  by 
number  or  mitialaiioxoLXwii^^'^^^i^^^^^  T^<^ 


TESTIMONY.  187 

printer  was  at  that  time  instructed  not  to  allow  any  printed  sheets  to 
go  out  of  the  office,  which  I  wished  to  get  to  compare  with  my  paper  ; 
I  therefore  had  these  objectionable  sheets  printed  in  quarto  form.  I 
then  obtained  sheets  of  paper  from  the  office  which  were  paid  for  as 
finer  paper  than  that  which  I  furnished.  I  took  the  sample  to 
several  printers  of  the  highest  reputation  in  the  city,  and,  with  one 
exception,  they  all  told  me  that  my  paper  was  better  in  quality  than 
the  two  specimens  purporting  to  be  finer,  which  I  had  received  from 
the  office.  I  then  went  to  Mr.  Wendell,  but  he  said  that  in  this 
matter  his  opinion  amounted  to  nothing,  and  that  he  knew  nothing 
about  paper  at  the  present  day,  although  he  had  been  raised  in  the 
business.  I  then  took  them  to  the  Superintendent's  office,  showed 
the  specimens  to  Mr.  Jewett,  and  asked  him  to  select  the  best  paper. 
He  selected  mine.  I  told  him  that  it  had  no  bearing  on  my  contract 
what  paper  other  contractors  furnished,  but  that  he  had  made  the 
admission  that  paper  he  had  rejected  for  me  as  13  cent  paper  was 
better  in  quality  than  that  he  had  received  from  others  as  16  cent 
paper.  I  then  turned  over  the  sheets  and  showed  him  the  marks  on 
them.  That  was  the  cause  of  the  final  acceptance  of  that  lot  of 
paper.  He  withdrew  his  objections  to  it;  but  I  had  been  to  the 
expense  of  having  it  stored  in  a  building  which  I  rented  for  the 
purpose.  The  building  broke  down  with  the  weight,  and  I  was  at 
the  expense  caused  by  th6  injury  of  the  building ;  and  I  moved  the 
paper  three  times  before  I  could  get  a  permanent  place  to  put  it. 

Question.  Then,  to  avoid  further  trouble  of  that  character  and  to 
make  Mr.  Seaman  your  friend  generally,  were  you  not  induced  to 
extend  these  loans  and  accommodations  to  him? 

Answer.  I  cannot  answer  the  question  put  in  that  manner.  I  am 
free  to  say  that  if  he  had  not  been  in  the  official  position  which  he  held 
I  would  not  have  loaned  him  that  amount  of  money.  I  cannot  exactly 
say  how  I  was  influenced.  Ton  can  readily  see  the  position  in  which 
I  was  placed  My  brothers  would  have  thrown  up  the  whole  business. 
I  preferred  that  the  government  should  have  brought  suit  against  me 
for  any  damages  they  might  have  sustained  in  consequence  of  my  not 
having  fulfilled  my  contract,  as  they  thought  it  would  be  impossible 
to  satisfy  them  as  to  the  quality  of  paper.  But  here  was  this  large 
amount  of  paper  on  my  hands,  on  which  I  was  compelled  to  pay  insu- 
rance from  time  to  time. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  You  have  stated  that  you  at  difierent 
times  paid  sums  of  money  to  Mr.  Wendell  and  to  Mr.  Towers,  as  your 
agents.  Did  these  sums  of  money  amount  to  more  than  a  fair  com- 
pensation for  their  services  in  taking  care  of  your  paper  here? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  they  did.  I  do  not  think  they  amounted  to 
more  than  former  agents  obtained.  1  understood  that  Mr.  Farnham 
received,  as  agent  for  Mr.  Butler,  seven  and  a  half  per  cent  on  the  amount 
of  the  contracts,  which  I  consider  an  enormous  commission  for  taking 
charge  of  the  delivery  of  the  paper.  It  would  have  been  perhaps  the 
usual  commission  in  ordinary  business,  but  not  on  a  government 
contract. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  State  whether  you  are  acquainted  with 
Mr.  Seaman's  habits  of  life  or  stylo  of  living  both  before  hiS  appoint- 
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Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Then  you  have  given  to  this  committee  all  the  knowledge 
or  information  you  have  hearing  on  this  investigation? 
Answer.  I  do  not  at  present  recollect  anything  further. 

Thubsday,  February  10,  1859. 

Patrick  Doyle  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  I  am  a  book-keeper. 

Question.  For  what  firm  ? 

Answer.  For  the  firm  of  Megargee  &  Brothers. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  there  ? 

Answer.  Since  the  24th  of  May,  1856,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Question.  Has  it  been  your  business  to  keep  their  books? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  so  far  as  the  ledger  is  concerned. 

Question.  You  make  no  entries  upon  the  original  books? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  are  acquainted  with  the  accounts  which  8.  J. 
Megargee  testified  to  yesterday  in  your  presence  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  The  amounts  made  up  by  Mr.  Megargee  and  yourself, 
and  given  to  the  committee  yesterday,  were  correct,  were  they  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  they  are. 

Question.  Who  keeps  the  cash-book  of  that  firm? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  much  money  has  been  paid,  and  will 
the  books  show  it,  to  Mr.  Wendell,  Mr.  Towers,  and  others,  as  agents 
in  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.  The  books  will  show  that  fact. 

Question.  How  was  that  money  paid? 

Answer.  It  was  paid  through  S.  J.  Megargee  by  the  firm. 

Question.  What  memoranda  were  made  of  those  payments  ? 

Answer.  We  have  charged  them  upon  the  cash-book  to  Wendell. 

Question.  Then  your  cash-book  ought  to  show  the  amount  paid  to 
Wendell? 

Answer.  The  amount  paid  Wendell  (Towers'  bill)  was  $1,565  36. 

Question.  What  was  it  for? 

Answer.  The  book  from  which  this  amount  is  transferred  to  the 
ledger  is  our  credit  book,  which  will  show  what  it  is  for.  That  book 
is  not  here.  I  believe  it  is  for  services  for  acting  as  agent,  but  I  can- 
not say  positively  ;  I  am  not  certain. 

Question.  On  what  date  was  that? 

Answer.  February  16,  1857. 

Question.  Is  that  the  only  amount  you  have  charged  there  to  those 
parties  for  expenses  paid  for  their  services  ? 

Answer.  It  is  all  I  know  of.  I  see  there  is  charged  here  two  dollars 
paid  for  Towers. 
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Question.  Are  there  any  other  payments  charged  to  other  parties 
there  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  State  whether  that  is  the  only  money  you  know  to  haye 
heen  paid  to  Wendell  or  Towers  for  services? 

Answer.  That  is  the  only  amount  for  that  year. 

Question.  What  else,  for  other  years  you  have  heen  with  that  firm? 

Answer.  That  is  the  only  amount  paid  to  my  knowledge  to  any- 
hody? 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris)  This  book  you  produce  is  yoHi  cash- 
book? 

Answer.  This  is  our  general  ledger. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris. )  Have  you  brought  with  you,  or  are  there 
among  these  books  which  have  been  produced,  the  original  books  from 
which  this  ledger  has  been  posted?  * 

Answer.  No,  sir,  they  are  not,  with  the  exception  of  the  cash-book. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  You  state  that  is  the  only  amount 
upon  your  books  charged  to  Wendell.  What  does  the  account  upon 
your  ledger,  page  273,  mean  ? 

Answer.  That  is  the  account  of  C.  Wendell. 

Question.  What  was  the  item  of  $300,  March  4,  1857,  for? 

Answer.  It  is  for  printing  paper.  He  is  charged  for  printing  paper 
for  that  amount. 

Question.  Was  that  paper  sold  to  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  is  the  entry  of  |500,  under  the  date  of  February 
19,  1867,  for? 

Answer.  That  entry  is  from  our  credit  book. 

Question.  What  does  it  mean? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  What  does  the  item  of  $5,000,  charged  February  9,  to 
cash,  marked  "  C.  B.,"  mean? 

Answer.  I  do  ndt  know.     I  did  not  make  the  entry. 

Question.  What  does  **C.  B."  mean? 

Answer.  Cash-book. 

Question.  That  was  money  sent  to  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  It  appears  so  upon  the  books. 

Question.  What  does  the  item  of  $4,679  09,  under  date  of  July  24, 
1858,  charged  to  Mr.  Seaman,  mean  ? 

Answer.  A.  G.  Seaman  is  charged  with  check  fent  to  C.  Wendell, 
$4,579  09. 

Question.  What  is  it  for  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Has  it  ever  been  paid  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  has. 

Question.  Turn  to  item  $2,000,  charged  October  24,  1857,  cash- 
book,  page  117;  what  was  that  for? 

Answer.  It  is  **to  paid  C.  Wendell's  draft  at  sight;"  it  is  in  my 
handwriting,  and  I  put  it  down  as  right,  and  I  believe  it  is  right. 

Question.  Why,  if  it  was  paid  on  Wendell's  draft  to  Seaman, 
should  it  appear  charged  to  Seaman  ? 
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newer.  I  do  not  know;  all  I  know  is  that  it  is  right;  that  I 
made  the  entry,  and  I  made  it  understandingly  right. 

Question.  Is  there  any  item  corresponding  to  that  date  on  Mr.  Sea- 
man's account? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Now,  was  not  that  money  paid  on  Seaman's  draft  on 
Wendell,  and  charged  to  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  How  would  it  appear  upon  the  books  from  which  the 
ledger  is  posted  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Was  that  item  of  July  24,  1858,  of  |4,579  09,  paid  to 
Seaman  out  of  the  fund  of  Megargee  Brothers,  or  was  it  the  individual 
account  of  S.  J.  Megargee? 

Answer.  It  was  a  check  of  the  firm  of  Megargee  Brothers;  it  was 
paid  out  of  the  fund  of  Megargee  Brothers. 

Question.  That  was  as  late  as  July,  1868? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  there  any  other  sums  which  appear  upon  this  book 
which  appear  to  have  been  paid  in  1858  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  There  is  one  charged  in  January,  1858,  to  Mr,  Seaman — 
cash,  $158  38. 

Question.  State  what  other  accounts  there  are. 

Answer.  On  the  same  day  there  was  charged  to  Mr.  A.  G.  Seaman 
$2  40.  On  January  14,  1858,  there  was  charged  to  A.  G.  Seaman 
$187  50,  cash.  On  May  25,  1858,  there  was  charged  to  him^  cash, 
$1  75. 

Question.  To  whom  was  that  paid? 

Answer.  Paid  to  S.  J.  Megargee,  according  to  the  cash-book.  It 
was  not  a  charge  made  by  me. 

Question.  Then  the  next  item  is  that  of  July  24,  $4,579  09? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  charged  A.  G.  Seaman  $4,579  09,  paid  on  draft. 

Question.  Was  that  draft  drawn  by  him? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say.  *'SentC.  Wendell,"  according  to  cash- 
book. 

Question.  State  whether  the  firm  of  Megargee  Brothers  at  the 
time  these  various  sums  of  money  were  paid  was  indebted  to  A.  G. 
Seaman  the  amounts  paid  him  in  cash,  as  appears  from  this  book? 

Answer.  No^  sir  ;  not  according  to  the  books. 

Question.  Then  these  various  sums  were  advanced  by  Megargee 
Brothers  to  A.  G.  Seaman? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  answer  ;  they  are  charged  to  A.  G.  Seaman. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  that  account  has  ever  been  set« 
tied  between  Megargee  Brothers  and  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  has  not  been  settled  and  closed. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  they  have  taken  a  note,  or  bill,  or 
any  other  evidence  of  that  indebtedness,  except  what  appears  upon 
the  books,  from  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Would  you  be  likely  to  know  it  the  account  had  been 
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closed,  and  they  had  taken  a  note  or  other  written  evidence  of  indebt^ 
edness  that  it  had  been  closed  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  made  up  and  rendered  an  account  to  Mr. 
Seaman  for  that  amount  ? 

Answer.  According  to  a  memorandum  on  the  ledger,  I  rendered  an 
account  up  to  March  31,  1858. 

Question.  Was  not  that  account  rendered  to  Mr.  Seaman  in  order 
to  settle  up  the  account  of  Megargee  Brothers  ? 

Answer,  No,  sir. 

Question.  Whs  the  account  made  up  and  sent  to  any  one  for  settle- 
ment or  collection  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  I  made  out  and  handed  tbe 
account  to  Geo.  H.  Bechtel,  who  superintended  the  books,  with  ttie 
understanding  that  he  was  to  render  it  to  Mr.  Seaman.  i 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Bechtel  collected  that  account 
or  handed  it  to  any  one  for  collection  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  not  you  know  that  he  handed  it  to  S.  J.  Megargee, 
and  that  that  was  the  end  of  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  the  amount  of  the  account  as  rendered  ever  paid  by 
Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  anybody  else? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Then,  after  you  rendered  the  account,  as  marked  here 
upon  the  books  in  pencil  mark,  March  31, 1858,  the  firm  of  Megargee 
Brothers  paid  Mr.  Seaman,  and  have  charged  him  upon  their  accounts 
the  further  sum,  May  26,  1858,  $1  75  in  cash,  and  July  24,  $4,579  09 
in  cash  ? 

Answer.  They  have  charged  him  with  those  amounts  in  cash. 

Question.  What  is  the  last  credit  to  Mr.  Seaman  which  appears 
upon  your  books  ? 

Answer.  The  last  item  of  credit  says  "  paper  to  government." 

Question.  What  is  the  date? 

Answer.  May  27,  1857. 

Question.  What  is  the  amount  of  that  credit? 

Answer.  $2,120  44. 

Question.  When  was  that  account  first  closed  between  Seaman  and 
your  firm  ? 

Answer.  It  appears  from  the  ledger  that  it  was  balanced  April  18, 
1857. 

Question.  On  the  18th  day  of  April,  1857,  the  account  was  first 
balanced  ;  how  did  the  account  then  stand  ? 

Answer.  According  to  the  ledger,  Mr.  Seaman  was  then  indebted 
to  us  $2,150  84. 

Question.  Has  the  book  or  account  been  balanced  since  that  time  ? 

Answer.  It  has  not. 

Question  State  the  gross  amount  which  your  books  show  Mr. 
Seaman  indebted  at  this  time? 

Answer.  $12,282  31. 

Question.  State  whether  any  portion  of  that  is  charged  to  S.  J. 
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Megargee's  iDdividual  account,  or  does  it  all  properly  belong  to  the 
firm  of  Megargee  Brothers? 

Answer.  According  to  oar  ledger  it  all  belongs  to  Megargee 
Brothers. 

Question.  Then  any  individual  amount  that  S.  J.  Megargee  may 
have  loaned  to  Mr.  Seaman  would  be  charged  in  his  individual  book, 
and  would  appear  as  an  individual  debt  by  him  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  answer  that  question.  I  do  not  know  any  thing 
about  S.  J.  Megargee's  books. 

Question.  If  any  of  those  amounts  which  make  up  the  round  sum 
of  $12,282  31  had  been  paid  or  loaned  to  Mr.  Seaman  for  the  indi- 
vidual benefit  of  S.  J.  Megargee,  that  fact  would  appear  upon  your 
ledger,  would  it  not? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir? 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  the  firm  of  Megargee 
Brothers  with  reference  to  this  account? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  What  was  said  in  reference  to  that  matter? 

Answer.  We  looked  over  the  account,  and  one  of  the  firm  said  it 
was  right,  that  there  could  be  no  trouble  about  it.  That  was  the 
substance  of  it. 

Question.  With  which  one  of  the  firm  did  you  have  that  conver- 
sation ? 

Answer.  Sylvester  J.  Megargee. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  has  been  called  upon 
for  any  portion  of  that  amount  recently? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  said  when  that  last  check  of  July  24  was  sent 
to  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  How  did  that  check  come  to  be  sent  to  Mr.  Wendell? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Was  it  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Seaman  or  of  Mr.  Wendell? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.   Who  directed  you  to  send  that  check? 

Answer.  I  did  not  send  it. 

Question.  Who  did  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  either  of  the  firm  of  Megargee 
Brothers  say  that  they  had  paid  Mr.  Seaman  a  percentage  of  the 
amount  of  the  bills  of  paper  furnished  to  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  any  conversation  upon  that  subject  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  generally  been  present  when  Mr.  Seaman  has 
been  in  the  office  with  Megargee  Brothers,  or  either  of  them  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  have  their  interviews  generally  taken  place?  Be- 
fore their  clerks  or  privately  ? 

Answer.  As  it  would  happen.     There  is  a  private  room  which  is 
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occupied  by  one  of  the  clerks,  and  if  he  is  in  at  the  time  he  is  present 
at  the  interriews. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  known  instances  in  which  the  clerks  have     ^ 
been  requested  to  step  outside  for  the  purpose  of  private  consultation 
between  either  of  the  members  of  that  firm  and  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  any  such  instance. 

Question.  Have  you  not  yourself  been  requested  to  step  out  a  mo- 
p  I  ment  for  that  purpose? 

%l  Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  managed  the  correspondence  of  Megargee  Brothers? 

Answer.  Greorge  H.  Bechtel. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  seen  their  correspondence? 

Answer.  Their  correspondence  was  within  my  reach,  but  it  did  not 
concern  me. 

Question.  Who  would  be  likely  to  explain  the  true  nature  of  the 
charges  upon  that  book  ? 

Answer.  I  think  Sylvester  J.  Megargee. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  party  engaged  as  contractor 
with  the  government,  paying  Mr.  Seaman  any  money,  or  loaning  him 
any  money,  or  giving  him  any  valuable  consideration  during  the 
period  of  their  contract,  or  just  prior  to  the  time? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  anything  upon  that  subject? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  did  the  firm  of  Megargee  Brothers  pay  to 
Mr.  C.  Wendell  and  Mr.  Towers  for  their  services  as  agents  in  the 
city  of  Washington  during  the  years  1856  and  1857  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Will  your  books  show  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  book? 

Answer.  Our  credit  book. 

Question:  Is  that  here? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Why  did  not  you  bring  that  book? 

Answer.  I  did  not  think  it  would  be  important* 

Question.  Was  there  anything  said  about  bringing  that  book  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  consulted  with  any  one,  either  in  Philadelphia 
or  here,  about  what  you  should  testify  here  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  any  party  about  the 
tenor  of  your  testimony  here? 

Answer.  I  have  with  Sylvester  J.  Megargee. 

Question.    v\  hat  did  Mr.  Megargee  say  to  you  ? 

Answer.  He  told  me  to  testify  the  truth. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  The  whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the 
truth? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  Did  he  tell  you  to  testify  to  all  you 
knew  about  it? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Taylor.)  Did  he  say  anything  about  this  account  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  say  anything  about  your  credit  book  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  word. 

Question.  I  find  upon  your  books  an  account  with  J.  C.  McQuire 
of  |1 ,267.     How  was  that  settled  ? 

Answer.  By  making  a  transfer  of  the  account  of  Edward  Towers. 

Question.  Is  it  so  charged  to  Edward  Towers? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State  how  that  particular  amount  has  been  paid  ? 

Answer.     It  forms  a  part  of  Edward  Towers'  current  account. 

Question.  How  has  it  been  paid  ? 

Answer.  It  was  paid  in  shavings,  in  part.     There  are  other  items. 

Question.  What  do  yon  mean  by  shavings  ? 

Answer.  I  mean  shavings  from  bookbinders'  establishment. 

Question.  Do  you  receive  from  bookbinders'  establishments  anything 
else  than  those  shavings  ? 

Answer.  That  is  the  general  term  for  paper  shavings. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Toners  any  other  kind  of  paper, 
such  as  loose  leaves,  damaged  sheets,  &c,  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  whole  sheets  of  damaged  paper  among 
those  shavings  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  is  credited  to  that  account  for  shavings  or 
waste  leaves? 

Answer.  The  greater  part  of  it. 

Question.  State  the  amount  of  credits  for  shavings  or  waste  leaves? 

Answer.  I  cannot  well  do  so.     There  are  other  items  of  credit. 

Question-  Is  there  any  other  credit  upon  that  account,  except  for 
paper  shavings  or  waste  leaves,  since  the  charge  of  |1,267  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  State  whether  in  the  account  of  Edward  Towers  there  are 
any  credits,  except  for  waste  paper  and  shavings  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  are  they? 

Answer.  There  are  credits  for  notes,  acceptances,  &c.,  amounting 
to  $3,468  95,  from  December  1,  1856,  up  to  the  present  time. 

Question.  Now  state  the  gross  amount  of  his  account  upon  your 
books? 

ABSwer.  $18,278  82. 

Question.  What  is  the  balance  now  due  to  Mr.  Towers  from  the  firm? 

Answer.  $2,019  10,  as  appears  from  the  ledger. 

Question.  What  sum  does  the  amount  now  due,  and  the  amount 
received  from  Towers  on  drafts,  notes,  and  other  payments,  except 
waste  paper  amount  to  ? 

Answer.  $5,488  05. 

Question.  Now  deduct  the  $5,488  05  from  the  $18,278  82  and  give 
U8  the  amount  which  has  been  paid  in  shavings  and  waste  leaves  ? 


il 


196  TESTIMONY. 

Answer.  $12,190  77. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  or  have  you  heard 
from  any  other  person  whose  name  you  can  give  to  this  committee, 
any  fact  or  matter  which  it  is  material  for  this  committee  to  know,  in 
the  investigation  they  are  now  engaged  in  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  other  account  or  charge  on  these  books 
of  Megargee  Brothers,  which  it  is  proper  for  this  committee  to  see  and 
have  explained  ? 

Answer    No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  there  any  other  charge  or  account  kept  in  these  books 
either  with  parties  acting  as  agents  for  Megargee  Brothers,  or  Sylvester 
J.  Megargee,  or  with  Mr.  Seaman,  which  it  is  proper  and  important 
that  this  committee  should  see? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Then  you  have  shown  all  the  accounts  relating  either 
directly  or  indirectly  to  transactions  with  the  government  which  these 
books  contain  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  the  draft  sent  to  Cornelius  Wendell  on  the  24th  of 
October,  1857,  for  |2,000,  and  charged  to  Mr.  Seaman's  account, 
charged  to  S.  J.  Megargee,  in  his  account? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  this  amount  of  $4,579  09  charged  to  Mr.  Seaman  on 
the  24th  day  of  July  last,  charged  to  S.  J.  Megargee's  account? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  either  of  the  accounts  in  the  amount  embraced  in  the 
accounts  of  Megargee  Brothers,  embraced  in  this  $12,287  31,  as  ap- 
pearing due  from  A.  Q.  Seaman,  to  the  firm  of  Megargee  Brothers, 
charged  to  the  individual  account  of  S.  J.  Megargee? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Stlvestbk  J.  Megargee^  recalled. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  It  appears  from  your  answer  yesterday 
to  the  question  '*  do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  is  indebted  to  your 
firm  or  any  member  of  it,"  that  there  was  a  note  which  was  not  paid  at 
its  maturity,  and  which  was  charged  upon  the  books  of  the  firm  to  you? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  a  question  asked  me  in  that  way. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  is  indebted  to  the 
firm  of  Megargee  Brothers  for  loaned  money,  or  in  any  other  way, 
or  in  any  other  sum  than  the  amounts  you  have  stated  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  wish  to  make  an  explanation.  I  was  going 
on  to  make  it  last  night,  but  I  got  off  upon  some  other  matter.  In 
looking  at  Mr.  Seaman's  account  last  night,  I  gave  you  the  real  amount, 
$7,701  47.  In  the  explanation  of  that  account,  I  would  saj  that  I 
would  not  have  any  alteration  made  alter  I  knew  of  this  investigation 
being  entered  upon,  though  there  was  an  error  upon  the  booKS.  I 
found  from  the  balance  sheet  that  there  was  an  error  in  giving  mj 
answer  in  regard  to  Mr.  Wendell's  account  This  properly  should  be 
in  Wendell's  account,  being  $4,579  09.  It  has  no  connexion  at  all 
with  Mr.  Beamaxi. 
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Question.  Why  then  is  it  charged  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Why  was  it  charged  upon  the  cash  book  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Why  was  it  charged  to  Mr.  Seaman  upon  your  check  book? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell.  There  was  a  draft  came  from  Wtndell  for 
bhat  amount  of  money,  which  was  paid.  I  may  have  presented  the 
natter  to  the  book  keeper  that  it  was  to  be  charged  to  Mr.  Seaman.  I 
io  not  pretend  to  say  that  I  did  say  so.  With  parties  who  are  en- 
^ged  m  the  same  business  together  errors  are  apt  to  occur  in  that 
way.  I  never  knew  of  that  error  until  after  this  investigation  com- 
nenoed,  and  I  would  not  then  have  it  corrected. 

Question.  Tou  say  where  parties  are  connected  in  business  such 
errors  are  apt  to  occur.  Were  Mr.  Wendell  and  Mr.  Seaman  so  con- 
lected  in  business  that  this  error  would  be  likely  to  occur  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Isitcommon  foryou  to  makean  error  of  $4,500,  by  charging 
that  amount  to  the  account  of  persons  with  which  it  has  no  connexion 
whatever  ? 

Answer.  It  is  an  error  ;  that  is  the  'act  of  the  case,  and  I  can  show  it. 

Question.  Is  such  an  error  a  common  matter,  or  have  you  any  re- 
x>llection  of  any  other  instance  on  your  books  where  you  have  charged 
bhat  amount  to  another  gentleman's  account  having  no  connexion  with 
it? 

Answer.  I  can  recollect  errors  of  a  similar  character,  though  not 
exactly  like  that 

Question.  How  did  you  happen  to  send  that  draft  to  Wendell '  upon 
bis  application,  or  voluntarily,  or  upon  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Not  upon  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  On  whose  suggestion  did  you  send  it? 

Answer.  The  account  of  Wendell  was  made  up,  and  this  was  the 
imount  agreed  upon  to  send  to  Wendell  as  for  which  he  was  to  draw. 

Question.  State,  if  this  amount  was  for  anything  else  but  for  cash, 
why  it  is  charged  in  your  cash  book  as  cash  paid,  and  charged  in  your 
;heck  book  as  a  check  given  to  Wendell  for  the  account  of  Mr.  Sea- 
nan? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  why. 

Question.  There  appears  to  be  a  credit  to  the  account  of  Mr.  Sea- 
nan  on  the  27th  of  March,  1857,  for  paper  to  the  government,  of 
^2,120  44.    What  does  that  mean? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  How  could  you  have  credited  Mr.  Seaman's  account  for 
taper  furnished  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  have  told  you  I  had  tried  to  figure  that  out.  I  was  not 
(atisfied  with  my  investigation  and  I  wrote  for  an  explanation  and 
brther  particulars.  This  was  after  I  came  on  here,  and  I  wanted  to 
\e  informed,  so  that  I  could  give  an  intelligent  testimony  to  thiscom- 
aittee.  I  have  been  informed  that  a  reply  has  been  sent,  but  I  have 
lot  received  it  as  yet. 

Question.  Please  explain  how  that  credit  of  $2,120  44  could  have 
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been  given  to  Mr.  Seaman  on  account  of  paper  furnished  to  the  gOT- 
ernment? 

Answer.  Give  me  time  and  I  will  investigate  it  and  inform  yoo.  I 
have  my  impressions  about  it,  but  no  recollection  whatever. 

Question.  I  ask  you  whether  that  $2,120  44  was  not  credited  to  Mr. 
Seaman's  account  because  that  amount  had  been  received  upon  a  cer- 
tificate over  and  above  what  was  received  f  .r  paper  supplied  for  the 
government,  and  it  was  credited  to  Mr.  Seaman's  account  because  you 
had  that  much  in  excess  ? 

Answer.  I  assure  you  I  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  a  transac- 
tion of  that  kind. 

David  Cuillas  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chaiiman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  At  Eoseville,  near  Newark,  Delaware. 

Question.  What  is  your  present  trade? 

Answer.  I  am  a  sort  of  a  farmer.  I  was  engaged  in  a  lithographic 
establishment  in  Philadelphia  from  1852  to  1856. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  any  work  for  the  government? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.     What? 

Answer.  I  executed  work  for  one  of  the  Patent  OflBce  Reports.  I 
executed  four  strawberry  plates. 

Question.  In  what  year  ? 

Answer.  1855. 

Question.  Was  it  done  through  Mr.  Seaman's  oflBce? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  obtained  it  through  Mr.  Fitzpatrick,  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Senate. 

Question.  Did  he  let  the  work  to  you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  done  any  other  work  for  the  government? 

Answer.  I  did  some  for  the  Committee  on  Printing.  I  executed  a 
large  map  for  one  of  the  Pacific  Bailroad  Reports. 

Question.  What  other  work  have  you  done? 

Answer.  I  did  some  small  maps  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  but 
nothing  else. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  connexion  with  the  office  of  Mr. 
Seaman,  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  I  have  frequently  made  bids  for  work,  but  never  got  any 
contract. 

Question.  State  to  the  committee  how  you  made  offers,  and  what 
difficulties  you  met  with,  if  any. 

Answer.  I  made  my  ofiers  as  others  did,  and  I  believe  they  were  as 
low  as  those  of  most  others,  and  I  ought  to  have  received  the  work. 
I  was  promised  work  by  Mr.  Seaman,  but  I  never  received  it.  I  was 
promised  work  to  such  an  extent  that  I  was  severely  injured  by  it. 

Question.  Why  did  you  not  receive  it  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell ;  I  made  oflfers,  and  was  told  that  I  should 
receive  work.    He  Ci«A.W  at  ray  oflSce  at  various  times  and  told  me 
that  I  shouVd  \\ave  \\..    '^\i^Ti\  ^\«t\fc^ W^  ^\\^  ^^J\t  presses,  but 
I  increased  them^Mwdex  \i\^  \^Y^^^^\i\»>Cv^\iA^\.^  \.^^^i^^A.>H^  ^^^^s^^^^ 
which  involved  me  ftex\ft\x»\i  ^^^  ^Mvoi^. 


TESTIMONY*  103 

Question.  Did  he  give  you  any  reason  why  ho  did  not  give  you  the 
rork? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Tell  the  committee  whether  you  have  heard  of  any  one 
aying  Mr.  Seaman,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  or  to  any  one  else 
)r  his  benefit,  any  money  for  contracts? 

Aiiswer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Sinclair,  of  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  Very  well. 

Question.  Da  you  know  whether  he  ever  paid  any  parties  in  Wash- 
igton  for  work  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  from  him  or  from  other  sources  that 
e  has? 

Answer.  Common  report  has  said  so,  but  I  have  no  knowledge  or 
ny  proof  of  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  told  you  so? 

Answer.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Jacob  Snyder.     He  stated  that,  as 

general  thing,  I  could  not  obtain  any  work  unless  I  paid  for  it.  He 
aid  others  did  so.  He  was  a  wine  merchant  in  Philadelphia,  but  is 
Q  Europe  now. 

Question.  What  did  he  say  about  it? 

Answer.  He  said  that  others  had  to  pay  to  get  contracts. 

Question.  Did  he  mention  any  persons  who  had  paid  for  contracts? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  person  besides  Mr.  Sinclair 
IS  having  paid  for  contracts? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  everybody  who  had  any  contracts. 

Question.  Were  any  propositions  made  to  you,  either  directly  or 
ndirectly,  to  give  you  work  for  a  consideration  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  any  correspondence  with  Mr.  Gideon  upon  the 
abject  ol  work  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  Mr.  Snyder  introduced  me  to  him,  and  said  I 
ould  get  work  through  him. 

Question.  Why  did  Mr.  Snyder  say  so? 

Answer.  Mr.  Snyder  and  Gideon  were  intimate  friends. 

Question.  Did  he  say  that  Mr.  Gideon  had  any  influence  with  Mr. 
eaman? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Why  did  he  suppose  Gideon  could  influence  you  work  ? 

Answer.  That  would  be  more  than  I  could  tell.  Mr.  Gideon  and 
T.  Snyder  had  intimate  connexions  with  one  another.  I  suppose 
lyder  thought  he  could  speak  to  him  as  a  friend  of  his  own,  and  that 
3,  Gideon,  had  a  great  deal  of  influence  with  parties  giving  out  work 
jre. 

Question.  What  did  Gideon  say  when  you  spoke  to  him  upon  the 
ibject  ? 

Answer.  He  said  he  had  no  doubt  he  could  get  me  work. 
Question.  Did  he  propose  to  become  your  agent? 
Answer.  I  think  he  did.    I  had  but  a  moment's  conversation  with 
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him,  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Snyder.  After  that  I  got  work  throngh 
Mr.  Filzpatrick,  Secretary  of  the  Senate.  I  called  once  afterwards 
upon  Mr.  Gideon,  but  I  never  got  any  work  through  him. 

Question.  What  did  Mr.  Gideon  say  in  addition  to  what  you  have 
already  stated  ? 

Answer.  He  said,  if  he  got  me  the  work  I  should  have  to  give  him 
a  commission. 

Question.  How  much  ? 

Answer.  Ten  per  cent. 

Question.  Did  he  say  that  was  the  regular  commission  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not. 

Question.     Did  you  say  you  would  give  him  the  ten  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Then,  if  this  arrangement  was  entered   into  between 
Gideon  and  yourself,  why  did  you  not  receive  the  work  ? 

Answer.  1  do  not  know. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Gideon  ever  explain  it  to  you? 

Answer.  Never.  We  had  little  or  no  correspondence  more  than  tbat 
one  conversation  in  his  office.  I  never  got  work  of  or  through  him. 

Question.  Did  you  call  upon  Mr.  Seaman  afterwards  for  work? 

Answer.  Frequently. 

Question.  What  did  he  say  ? 

Answer.  He  told  me,  my  artists,  and  my  clerks  frequently  that  I 
should  have  as  much  work  as  I  could  execute. 

Question.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  Mr.  Gideon  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  know  of  no  reason  why  you  did  not  receive  that  work? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Did  you  never  inquire  the  reason? 

Answer.  IsOy  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  impression  upon  your  mind  as  to  the  rea- 
son why  those  promises  were  not  fulfilled  ? 

Answer.  It  was  that  I  did  not  receive  the  work  because  I  did  not 
give  a  commission  to  somebody.  That  is  my  impression,  but  I  may 
be  doing  the  man  injustice. 

Question.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  if  you  had  given  the  per 
centage  you  would  have  obtained  the  work  ? 

Answer.  I  thought  so. 

Question.  Did  you  not  at  any  time  ask  Mr.  Seaman  why  those  pro- 
mises were  not  kept,  and  state  to  him  tlie  expenses  you  had  incurred 
in  expectation  that  those  promises  would  be  fulfilled  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not.  I  do  not  recollect  of  doing  so.  I  kept  up  to 
the  very  last  moment  expecting  work,  kept  my  presses  until  I  saw 
there  was  no  probability  of  my  getting  work.  I  made  my  offers  for 
work,  and  they  are  upon  record,  and  I  think  they  are  lower  than 
some  others. 

Question.  Have  you  never  since  that  time  made  inquiry  of  Mr. 
Seaman  as  to  the  reasons  why  he  did  not  give  you  the  contract  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  went  out  of  the  business  in  1856. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Look  at  this  letter,  and  tell  me 
whether  the  B\gii«L\.\xi^  Vi  \t  la  Ixl  your  handwriting  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is  a  letter  addressed  to  C.  Alexander  in  reply 
to  a  letter,  I  presume. 
The  letter  was  put  in  evidence,  and  the  following  is  a  copy  : 

Philadblphia,  December  13,  1855. 

Dear  Sir:  Your  esteemed  favor  of  the  12th  instant  came  duly  to 
band. 

In  reply  I  heg  to  inform  you  that  I  was  a  competitor  on  more  than 
)ne  occasion  in  which,  I  believe,  great  injustice  was  done  mc,  and  am 
;>repared  to  prove  the  same.  I  shall  in  the  course  of  next  week  be 
•eady  either  to  come  on  to  Washington  or  to  send  you  such  proofs  as  I 
possess. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

DAVID  CHILLA8. 

C.  Alexander,  Esq.,  Washington. 

Question.  What  injustice  do  you  refer  to  in  that  letter  ? 

Answer.  The  injustice  in  not  having  my  bids  accepted  ;  of  having 
purchased  those  presses  upon  the  faith  of  his  representations,  and 
iaving  purchased  stone  to  a  large  extent  for  the  purpose  of  executing 
hat  work  which  he  said  I  should  have.  I  had  made  offers  and  sent 
;bem  on  in  time.  I  had  a  copy  of  those  offers,  and  my  offer  was 
ower  than  those  of  some  others  who  got  work. 

Question.  Who  got  the  work  you  then  made  offers  for? 

Answer.  Mr.  Sinclair  got  some  of  it,  Mr.  Duval  some  of  it,  and 
Savony  &  Major  some. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  it  was  that  they  succeeded  in  getting 
this  work  at  higher  prices  than  you  proposed  to  do  it  for  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  explanation  of  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  anyone  about  what 
you  should  testify  since  you  arrived  in  this  city  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  Mr.  Alexander  spoke  to  me  about  it. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  any  one  connected 
with  Mr.  Seaman's  office. 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  stated  all  the  facts  in  your  knowledge  which 
f  on  think  necessary  to  communicate  to  this  committee  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection ;  I«do  not  know  of  any 
3tber  important  matters. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Gideon  say  anything  to  you,  at  the  time  he  told 
fou  he  would  have  to  have  ten  per  cent.,  about  his  charges  to  other 
persons  for  similar  services  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Did  he  say  anything  about  getting  contracts  for  other 
oarties? 

Answer.  If  he  did,  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Did  he  say  anything  about  his  intimacy  with  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 


TESTIMONr*  203 

Question.  At  its  maturity  when  ? 

Answer    On  the  18th  of  May,  1856. 

Question.  That  amount  was  due  to  you  from  Mr.  Seaman  for  the 

Saper  which  he  pretended  to  pay  out  of  the  waste  leaves  account. 
Tow  will  you  explain  how  it  is  that  you  can  credit  him  $2,120  44  out 
of  an  amount  which  is  absolutely  due  to  you  for  paper  supplied  to  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  I  stated  in  a  former  part  of  my  testimony  in  connexion 
with  this  matter  that  I  did  not  get  it  settled  until  May,  1857. 

Question.  Answer  as  to  how  it  became  necessary  to  credit  $2,120  44 
to  Mr.  Seaman,  because  you  had  previously  charged  him  with  that 
amount,  or  a  larger  amount,  for  his  acceptance  given  for  that  paper? 
Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  gave  me  his  acceptance  on  account,  which 
was  properly  charged  to  the  United  States  government,  there  remain- 
ing unpaid  on  that  amount  in  May,  1857,  $2,120  44. 

Thursday  Evening,  February  10,  1869. 

Sylvester  J.  Meqargeb  recalled  : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  In  your  examination  to-day  you  stated 
that  the  explanation  to  the  entry  of  $2,120  44  in  your  books,  of  May 
27,  1857,  was  that  it  was  a  credit  to  Mr.  Seaman  for  a  portion  of  the 
paper  embraced  in  the  account  of  paper  paid  you  out  of  the  waste 
leaves  fund  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  that  that  amount  of  paper  had  been  credited  to  the 
government,  in  order  to  balance  the  government  account? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  upon  my  booKs ;  you  mistake. 

Question.  State,  if  yon  please,  precisely  how  that  transaction  took 
place? 

Answer.  The  transaction  explains  itself.  I  have  no  recollection  of 
it,  but  it  explains  itself  very  simply  by  the  books.  The  original  charge 
to  S.  J.  Megargee,  government  account,  shows  1,724  reams,  for  that 
amount  A.  G.  Seaman  gives  his  acceptance  for  thirty-six  days  for 
$3,430  62. 

Question.  What  was  the  date  of  that  acceptance? 

Answer.  It  was  the  18th  of  April,  1856,  as  appears  from  the  books. 
Of  that  amount  there  was  paid,  in  two  periods,  $1,310  38.  That  left 
a  balance  of  $2,120  44. 

Question.  When  was  that  paid? 

Answer.  That  was  paid,  as  appears  from  the  books,  at  different 
times.     It  was  finally  settled  upon  the  books  in  May,  1857. 

Question.  You  have  explained  that  the  amount  of  that  paper  bill 
in  April,  1856,  was  $10,424  81,  and  that  that  amount  was  paid  to 
you  by  a  draft  on  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.  of  $6,900,  cash  $93  99,  and  an 
acceptance  of  $3, 4.i0  82,  and  that  up  to  November,  1856,  two  amounts 
were  credited  making  a  sum  equal  to  $1,310  33  ;  that  the  balance  of 
the  amount  of  the  acceptance  of  $3,430  82  was  carried  forward  to  the 
account  of  A.  G.  Seaman — now  state  how  it  became  necessary  to  credit 
the  precise  amount  of  $2,120  44  to  Mr.  Seaman's  account  as  out  of 
government  paper  ? 
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Question.  Then,  in  order  to  make  it  necessary  to  credit  Mr.  Seaman 
you  charged  him  with  the  $10,424  81  for  the  bill  of  paper,  and  then 
charged  him  with  |3,430  82  for  the  acceptance  which  he  gave  you 
for  that  very  bill,  and  you  add  them  together,  making  $13,855  63, 
and  then  you  credit  him  with  the  whole  amount  of  receipts — $6,900 
from  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.,  $93  99  cash,  and  the  amount  of  $1,310  38— 
which  had  been  received  in  cash  from  Seaman  at  different  times  up  to 
November,  1856,  and  then  you  credit  him  in  order  to  balance  that 
account  with  $2,120  44  as  for  paper  for  government? 

Answer.  The  question  is  not  properly  stated.  The  account  does 
not  show  that  Mr.  Seaman  is  charged  $10,424  81.  That  was  strictly 
a  government  account. 

Question.  But  you  just  stated  a  credit  of  the  whole  amount  to  the 
government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  as  I  supposed  that  was  a  settlement  of  it.  I 
bad  every  reason  to  suppose  that  that  would  be  a  settlement  of  it, 
and  so  credited  it ;  but  it  was  not  a  settlement  of  it. 

Question.  Then,  as  the  account  appears  in  your  books  it  is  simply 
this:  in  April,  1856,  Mr.  Seaman  undertook  the  payment  of  $10,424  81 
to  you  for  1,724  reams  of  paper? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  But  that  paper  had  been  supplied  to  government  and 
charged  to  the  government  account  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  That  on  that  day  in  April  Mr.  Seaman  undertook  to  pay 
that  amount  to  you  individually,  and  you  accepted  Mr.  Seaman  for 
that  amount  instead  of  the  government? 

Answer.  I  took  it  from  him. 

Question.  That  Mr.  Seaman  then  gave  you  Suter,  Lea  &  Co.'s  draft 
for  $6,900,  cash  $93  99,  and  his  own  acceptance  for  $3,430  82,  making 
a  total  of  $10,424  81? 

Answer.  That  is  correct. 

Question.  Then,  on  your  books  the  government  is  credited  with 
$10,424  81^  as  having  been  received  from  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  In  those  various  payments. 

Question.  That  all  this  amount  was  paid  April,  1856,  and  November, 
1856,  except  a  balance  of  $2,100,  and  some  odd 

Answer.  That  is  correct. 

Question.  That  that  amount  was  carried  into  Mr.  Seaman's  account 
and  stood  charged  to  him  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  1  hat  in  the  settlement  of  that  account  you  credit  him 
with  $2,120  44  as  for  paper  furnished  government? 

Answer.  That  is  correct. 

Question.  Now  tell  us  whether  you  received  from  Mr.  Seaman  any 
further  or  other  sum  for  the  balance  of  the  indebtedness  of  $2,100 
and  better? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 
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Jc  HN  H.  Hall  sworn : 

QuestioD,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  New  York. 

Question.  What  is  your  firm? 

Answer.  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co? 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  We  d»*al  in  paper  and  do  a  banking  business  in  addition. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  transactions  with  the  government  in 
supplying  paper  under  Mr.  Seaman's  snperintendency  ? 

Answer.  We  had. 

Question.  State  about  the  amount  of  paper  you  have  supplied  to 
the  government  and  the  time  when,  during  hissuperintendency? 

Answer.  In  1856  we  had  a  contract  to  supply  52-pound  paper.  We 
supplied  about  11,000  reams.  I  do  not  recollect  the  exact  amount. 
The  price  was  $8  32  a  ream. 

Question.  What  did  the  whole  bill,  the  aggregate  of  the  year's 
supply  of  that  class  of  paper  amount  to? 

Answer.  About  $90,000. 

Question.  How  did  you  get  that  contract? 

Answer.  By  propositions  agreeable  to  the  advertisement,  furnishing 
samples  at  the  same  time,  the  bid  was  made. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  yours  was  the  lowest  bid? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Had  you  an  agent  in  the  city  of  Washington  at  that 
time? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  at  that  time. 

Question.  Whom  did  you  have  after  that  time  ? 

Answer.  Cornelius  Wendell. 

Question.  Was  he  in  the  paper  business  in  Washington? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  he  was  a  printer. 

Question.  Was  he  doing  the  public  printing  at  that  time? 

Answer.  He  was  doing  the  work,  but  I  do  not  know  whether  he 
was  the  public  printer. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  employ  Mr.  Wendell  as  your  agent? 

Answer.  The  exact  date  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Was  it  early  in  1856,  or  was  it  in  the  fall  of  1855  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not  get  the  contract  until  December,  1856. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Did  you  get  the  contract  for  $90,000 
worth  of  work  before  you  employed  Mr.  Wendell? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  I  had  nothing  to  employ  him  upon  until  we  got 
the  contract. 

Question.  What  special  duty  did  he  perform  for  you  ? 

Answers  He  took  charge  of  the  paper  when  I  sent  it  here,  and  saw 
it  properly  delivered  to  the  Superintendent. 

Question.  Did  he  do  anything  else? 

Answer.  That  was  all  he  was  engaged  for. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Did  he  attend  to  collecting  your  billa 
and  remitting  you  money. 

Answer,    very  probably  he  applied  at  the  treasury  to  expedite  them. 
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'he  certificates  were  usually  sent  from  the  Superintendent's  office 
irectly  to  the  treasury,  and  sometimes  they  would  lay  there. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Was  it  not  a  part  of  your  contract  to 
diver  the  paper  to  the  Superintendent  in  Washington  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  to  deliver  it  to  the  Superintendent  free  of 
cpense. 

Question.  Was  it  not  the  duty  of  the  Superintendent  to  receive  the 
aper  when  it  arrived  in  Washington? 

Answer.  Not  until  it  was  delivered  at  the  place  which  he  should 
38ignate. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  How  was  it  generally  delivered  to  the 
aperintendent  ? 

Answer.  It  came  by  vessels  and  by  railroads,  and  was  usually 
elivered  in  that  way. 

Question.  Did  you  have  a  warehouse  here? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Who  acted  as  your  assent  for  a  similar  purpose  while  you 
rere  delivering  the  paper  supplied  by  William  E.  Imley  in  1855  ? 

Answer.  We  had  no  contract  in  1855. 

Question.  Did  you  not  act  as  commission  merchant  for  Imley  in 
1855,  and  as  his  commission  merchant  send  the  paper  to  Washington? 

Answer.  We  did,  under  his  contract. 

Question.  Who  acted  as  your  agent  in  the  city  of  Washington 
luring  that  period  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wendell  acted  for  Mr.  Imley. 

Question.  Was  the  same  service  performed  by  Mr.  Wendell  for  Mr. 
Imley? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  Mr.  Imley  paid  Mr.  Wendell  for  those 
©rvices  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Was  the  whole  amount  of  the  receipts  and  payments  for 
he  paper  delivered  by  Imley  kept  in  the  books  of  your  firm,  as  his 
ommission  merchant? 

Answer.  I  think  the  entire  amount  of  paper  delivered  was  kept 
rith  us. 

Question.  Who  collected  the  money  from  the  government? 

Answer.  We  collected  part. 

Question.  Had  you  not  a  power  of  attorney  from  Mr.  Imley  to 
eceive  that  money  from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  We  had. 

Question.  Who  collected  the  balance  ? 

Answer.  We  had  a  power  of  attorney  from  William  E.  Imley  to 
ollect  the  money.  He  cancelled  the  power  of  attorney,  notwith- 
tanding  we  had  advanced  considerable  money  on  the  amount  which 
ras  due  from  the  government.  And  I  think  there  were  one  or  more 
rafts  which  the  father  of  William  E.  Imley  endorsed  as  the  attorney 
f  William  E.  Imley. 

Question.  You  think,  then,  that  one  or  two  drafts  were  paid  directly 
3  Imley,  and  not  through  your  house  ? 

Answer.  That  is  my  impression. 
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Qaestion.  Who  manufactured  that  paper? 

Answer.  A  large  portion  of  it  was  manufactured  by  William  H. 
Imley. 

Question.  Who  was  in  fact  the  party  directly  interested  in  that 
contract,  William  H.  Imley  or  William  E.  Imley? 

Answer.  William  H.  Imley. 

Question.  You  were  the  commission  merchant,  then,  of  William  H. 
Imley,  and  William  E.  Imley  was  simply  the  party  used  by  his  fcthcr 
and  not  interested  in  the  matter  ? 

Answer.  He  was  used  by  his  father,  so  his  father  informed  me. 

Question.  How  much  per  pound  for  that  paper  did  Mr.  Imlej's 
contract  call  for  ? 

Answer.  Speaking  from  recollection,  I  think  it  was  $13  70  for  45- 
pound  paper  per  hundred  pounds. 

Question.  How  much  would  that  be  per  ream  ? 

Answer.  |6  16^. 

Question.  Did  Imley  furnish  any  other  than  4S-pound  paper  to  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  He  furnished  52-pound  paper  also. 

Question.  How  much  was  ne  to  receive  from  the  government  for  the 
52-pound  paper. 

Answer.  Sixteen  cents  a  pound. 

Question.  State  how  much  he  did  receive  for  the  52'-pound  paper  in 
the  final  account  with  your  firm,  for  that  52-pound  paper. 

Answer.  The  firm  of  John  Campbell  &  Co.  had  loaned  to  William 
H.  Imley  $65,000,  and  he  had  agreed  to  pay  six  per  cent,  upon  all 
the  products  of  his  mills,  sold  out  of  the  State  of  Connecticut,  ontil 
that  $65,000  was  paid.  When  we  settled  with  Imley  for  this  gof- 
ernment  business  we  got  less  than  six  per  cent.  We  compromised 
the  amount  for  a  less  amount  than  six  per  cent. 

Question.  Was  there  any  other  deduction  made  from  the  bill  due  to 
Imley  on  your  books,  other  than  the  commission  to  which  yooh»v« 
just  referred  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  sure  whether  there  was  or  not  upon  the  books. 

Question.  Was  there  any  other  amount  or  percentage  paid  ^J 
Imley  to  any  other  person  out  of  that  fund  in  connexion  wiihthoie 
contracts  for  paper? 

Answer.  We  did  not  receive  anything  over  six  per  cent.^  and  I  do 
not  know  of  any  other  party  who  received  anything?  ji 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Imley  receive  the  fall  amount  of  the  gofem- 
ment  bills  from  your  house,  less  the  percentage,  to  which  yoo  ht^ 
just  referred? 

Answer.  He  did  ;  less  the  expense  of  freight,  cartage  and  insnri&oe 
on  the  paper  he  furnished. 

Question.  Was  there  not  paid  out  of  the  amount  received  by  Iml^  \ 
from  the  government,  a  furtner  percentage  to  some  other  party  in  the : 
city  of  Washington  or  New  York,  for  services,  in  connexion  with  thit  ^ 
matter?  C 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  payments  of  that  kind.  h- 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Imley  ever  tell  you  he  had  been  compelled  to  ^ 
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pay,  or  that  his  son  had  been  compelled  to  pay  any  per  centage  or  con- 
sideration for  his  contracts  with  the  government? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  statement. 

Question.  You  were  quite  intimate  with  Mr.  Imley,  were  you  not? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  He  consulted  you  frequently  about  his  business  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  any  one  in  the  city  of  New  York  or 
Washington,  or  other  place,  received,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  per 
centage  or  consideration  from  Mr.  Imley  for  that  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Was  there  any  other  person  in  the  city  of  New  York  con- 
nected with  that  matter  and  taking  an  interest  in  the  account,  outside 
of  your  firm,  except  Mr.  Wm.  H.  Imley,  the  party  in  interest,  and  his 
son,  Wm.  E.  Imley? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  one. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Imley  paid  anything,  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  the  way  of  money,  presents,  or  loans  to  Mr.  EhMtman, 
or  to  any  one  for  his  benefit,  about  the  time  of  his  contract,  and  during 
the  time  of  his  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  loaned  him  money  during  the  time  of  his  con- 
tract. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  paid  him  or  gave  him  any 
sum  or  sums  of  money  during  that  time  ? 

Answer.  Not  from  my  own  knowledge. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  that  he  did ;  and  if  so,  from  whom  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  his  having  paid  or  given  him  anything. 

Question    But  you  have  heard  of  his  loaning  him  money? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  much  Mr.  Imley  paid  Mr.  Wendell 
for  his  agency  during  the  time  of  his  contract? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  he  pay  Mr.  Wendell  anything  through  your  house 
during  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  Mr.  Imley  say  that  he  had  paid  Mr. 
Wendell  for  such  services  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  of  his  telling  me  so. 

Question.  Had  yon  any  special  arrangement  with  Wendell  for  his 
services  during  the  time  he  acted  as  your  agent? 

Answer.  No  special  arrangement. 

Question.  What  per  centage  did  you  pay  him  upon  your  bills,  if 
any,  for  his  services  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any  per  centage.  I  paid  him  a  round 
sum. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  that  round  sum  was? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  now. 

Question.  How  much  was  it  during  the  time  that  Wendell  was 
acting  as  your  agent  under  Seaman's  superintendenoy  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  the  exact  sum ;  I  should  think  from  three  to 
four  thousand  dollars. 
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Question.  That  was  during  the  year  1856? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  per  centage  would  that  be  upon  the  amount  of 
paper  supplied  ? 

Answer.  I  estimated  it  to  be  about  half  a  commission,  as  we  term 
it  technically. 

Question.  What  per  centage  would  it  be? 

Answer.  About  three  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  Was  that  the  whole  amount  you  paid  in  Washington  for 
the  services  of  parties  during  the  year  for  attending  to  your  paper 
business  here  ? 

Answer.  It  was,  so  far  as  I  know  anything  about  it. 

Question.  Was  Wendell  the  only  party  you  paid  for  services  here? 

Answer.  He  was. 

Question.  When  did  you  make  Wendell's  acquaintance  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Did  you  make  it  before  Imley's  contract  with  the  gov- 
ernment, which  came  through  your  house  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  was  acquainted  before  that  time. 

Question.  Were  you  advised  to  employ  Wendell  as  your  agent  here? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  we  were. 

Question.  What  induced  you  to  employ  Wendell  as  your  agent 
rather  than  other  parties  in  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.  We  thought  he  could  attend  to  our  business^  and  thought 
he  had  an  influence  here. 

Question.  Did  you  think  his  influence  could  be  of  any  service  to  yon? 

Answer.  We  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  and  Mr.  Wendell 
were  very  intimate  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Has  your  firm  ever  paid,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
the  nature  of  a  gift,  or  in  the  nature  of  a  loan,  either  to  Mr.  Seaman, 
or  to  any  one  else,  believing  it  to  be  for  Mr.  Seaman's  benefit,  any 
sum  or  sums  of  money  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  any  money  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer,  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  During  what  time  did  your  transactions  in  that  particular 
take  place? 

Answer.  They  commenced  in  1855. 

Question.  During  the  time  that  Mr.  Imley's  contract  with  the  gov- 
ernment was  running  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Can  you  state  how  much  money  you  loaned  Mr.  Seaman 
during  that  time? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  a  memorandum  here,  which  I  will  read: 
On  March  14,  1855.  we  discounted  Seaman's  note  at  four  months, 
$2,500  and  interest;  March  14, 1855,  a  note  at  six  months  for  $2,500. 
Both  of  those  notes  were  paid  September  1 .  October  4,  a  note  for  thirty 
days  for  $500  ;  paid  November  13.  October  30,  a  note  at  sixty  days, 
with  interest,  fci  ^^^l^Q^Axvfc  5^yl\saty  1>  1856;  extended  to  March  4, 
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^6,  and  again  extended  to  October  31,  1856,  and  then  paid,  with 
iterest,  amounting  to  $2,857  28.  October  3,  1856,  took  from  Wil- 
am  H.  Imley  A.  G.  Seaman's  note  at  sixty  days  for  |2,600,  and 
iterest,  endorsed  by  William  H.  Imley,  due  December  3,  1856,  and 
Eiid,  less  collection,  |6  57.  For  the  above  note  we  gave  William  H. 
nley  our  note  October  3,  at  sixty  days,  for  |2,600.  December  5, 
^mitt^  to  William  H.  Imley  |20  73  to  balance  the  above. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Does  Mr.  Wendell  owe  you  anything 
rowing  out  of  transactions  with  the  government  through  Mr.  Seaman's 
fice? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Is  there  any  other  party  in  Washington  who  owes  you 
Loney  as  a  loan  or  per  centage  connected  in  any  way,  directly  or 
idirectly,  with  contracts  given  to  you  by  Mr.  Seaman's  office? 

Answer.  Nothing  in  connexion  with  the  contracts. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anything  else,  or  have  you  heard  of  any- 
ling  else,  that  it  is  important  for  this  committee  to  know  in  the 
ivestigation  of  Mr.  Seaman's  accounts  and  his  business  conduct  while 
I  office? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  of  anything. 

Question^  (by  the  Chairman.)  Is  paper  higher  now  than  it  was  in 
856  and  1857? 

Answer.  It  is  not  so  high. 

Question.  What  is  the  difference? 

Answer.  In  1851  paper  was  worth  more  than  in  1855,  and  is  worth 
^ss  now  for  the  same  quality  than  it  was  in  1855. 

Question.  How  much  less? 

Answer.  I  shall  have  to  answer  that  by  stating  that  the  standard 
r  quality  for  the  same  price  is  raised  considerably,  which  would  make 
difference  of  five  per  cent. 

Question.  If  you  take  the  same  quality  of  paper  in  1855,  would  it  be 
orth  any  more  than  the  same  quality  of  paper  now  ? 

Answer.  It  would  not  be  worth  so  much. 

Question.  How  much  less  would  it  be  worth  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  How  was  45-pound  paper  in  1856  and  1857  ;  was  it  higher 
>i  lower  ? 

Answer.  It  was  lower  then  than  in  1855. 

Question.  Is  52  and  56-pound  paper  worth  more  now  in  market 
than  it  was  in  1857,  or  is  it  worth  less  ? 

Answer.  At  the  present  moment  I  do  not  think  they  are  worth  quite 
as  much  as  they  were  then. 

Question.  Have  they  been  worth  more  in  market  for  the  last  sii 
KnoQths  than  they  were  in  1857  ? 
Answer.  They  have  not  been  worth  mote. 

Question.  Have  they  been  worth  less  in  market  during  that  period 
fehan  they  were  in  1857  ? 
Answer.  They  have  been  within  that  period  worth  a  fraction  less. 
Question.  How  much  less  ? 

Answer.  From  two  and  a  half  to  five  per  cent. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  ever  delivered  any  paper  to 
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the  goverDraent  weighing  forty  pounds  per  ream  professing  to  weigh 
forty-five  pounds  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  never. 

Question.  Have  you  individually,  or  your  firm,  ever  had  a  contract 
with  the  government  for  45-pound  paper? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you,  or  your  firm,  at  any  time  sold  paper  to  any 
party  who  had  at  the  time  a  contract  to  supply  the  government  with 
paper? 

Answer.  My  impression  is,  that  we  sold  some  three  hundred  or  four 
hundred  reams  of  printinjr  paper  to  Megargee  Brothers,  or  8.  J.  Me- 
gargee,  Philadelphia,  during  the  great  snow-storm  of  1867,  when  all 
communication  with  paper  mills  was  suspended.  This  paper  weighed 
forty  pounds  to  the  ream,  and  douhtless  had  our  label  upon  the  bun- 
dles. We  also  sold  printing  paper  of  the  same  size  weighing  forty- 
four  or  forty-five  pounds  per  ream'. 

Question.  How  much  of  the  44  or  45-pound  paper  did  you  sell  to 
the  parties  referred  to  about  this  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Fbiday,  February  11,  1859. 
Thomas  Sinclair  recalled. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Have  you  had  at  any  time,  in  connexion 
with  government  work,  any  arrangement,  contract,  agreement,  or 
understanding  of  any  kind,  direct  or  indirect,  with  Mr.  Seaman,  or 
with  any  persons  acting  with  or  for  him,  by  which  a  valuable  consid- 
eration of  any  kind  passed  to  said  Seaman,  or  to  or  through  any  person 
for  him?  You  will  state  to  the  committee  the  facts  in  your  knowledge, 
and  not  give  your  opinion  or  judgment. 

Answer.  In  answer  to  that,  I  have  paid  to  Mr.  Wendell  and  to  Mr. 
Gideon,  but  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  connexion  between  Mr.  Gideon 
and  Mr.  Seaman  or  between  Mr.  Wendell  and  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  I  find  on  your  ledger  an  account  headed  ^'  Dr.  Senate  of 
the  U.  S.  Cr.''  embracing  various  items  of  work  delivered  to  the  gov- 
ernment, and  of  cash  received  for  such  work,  running  from  September, 
1855,  to  December,  1857;  did  the  work  embraced  in  theee  various 
items  come  to  you  through  Mr.  Seaman's  office? 

Answer.  There  is  no  work  mentioned  there  which  did  not  come 
through  Mr.  Seaman's  office,  except  Lieut  Gilliss'  work. 

Question.  Referring  from  your  ledger  to  your  book  of  original 
entries,  under  date  of  28th  January,  1856,  I  find  that  you  received 
from  the  United  States,  in  cash,  $1,669  70,  under  which  is  written 
^^paid  dis.,  per  George  Gideon,  $169  70."  Will  you  explain  whether 
^^dis."  means  discount,  and  why  it  was  paid  through  Mr.  Gideon? 

Answer.  '<  Dis."  means  discount.     It  was  paid  to  George  Gideon. 

Question.  Your  book  says  '*  per,"  which  means  through. 

Answer.  I  have  not  paid  in  any  shape  through  any  party.  I  have 
paid  to  the  party.  The  use  of  the  word  per  must  have  been  an  error 
m  keeping  uie  books. 

Questioii.  Auo\Xi^i  ^nVc^^xwA'^  ftaXao*^  Aijril  29,  1856,  shows  you 
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to  have  received  of  the  United  States,  in  cash,  |l,568,  ^^lees,  paid 
George  Gideon  commission  for  collecting  hill,  $  100. '  *  Another,  under 
date  of  February  3,  shows  you  to  have  received,  in  cash,  *'  per  my  draft 
on  account  of  the  United  States  government,  through  C.  Wendell, 
discounted  by  C.  Megargee  &  Co.,  $3,294  72,"  and  to  h»ve  paid  for 
discount  and  collection,  |41  18,  and  to  have  paid  C.  Wendell,  m  cash, 
10  per  cent,  on  $3,294  72,  making  $330.  Do  I  state  these  entries 
correctly  from  your  book,  and  was  this  10  per  cent,  paid  to  Mr.  Wen- 
dell as  commission? 

Answer.  It  was  paid  as  commission  to  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  Under  date  of  September  21,  1857,  I  find  an  entry  '^  re* 
ceived  in  canh  from  the  United  States  $2,500,''  and  beneath  it  written 
^^  paid  dis.  $300."  Does  that  mean  discount;  and  if  so,  to  whom  was 
it  paid,  and  for  what  purpose  ? 

Answer.  It  means  discount.  I  cannot  tell  at  this  time  to  whom  it 
was  paid.     I  have  no  distinct  recollection  in  relation  to  it. 

Question.  What  was  it  paid  for  ? 

Answer.  It  was  paid  as  commission  for  collection. 

Question.  Commission  for  collection,  do  you  mean  to  say,  or  for 
other  business  ?  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  paid  $300  for  collecting 
$2,600  from  the  United  States  government? 

Answer.  The  way  to  get  at  the  per  centage  would  be  to  take  the 
whole  amount  received  from  the  government,  and  then  the  whole 
amount  paid  for  collection. 

Question.  That  would  be  the  way  to  get  at  the  whole ;  but  I  am 
now  speaking  of  this  individual  transaction  ;  does  '^  dis."  mean  dis- 
count there,  and  to  whom  was  it  paid  ? 

Answer.  **  Dis."  means  discount,  but  I  cannot  tell  to  whom  it  was 
paid. 

Question.  Then  you  cannot  explain  the  transaction  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question.  Under  date  of  November  14,  1857,  I  find  this  entry: 
**  Received  in  cash  of  the  United  States  $3,038  94;  dis.  G.  G.  $100." 
To  whom  did  the'  discount  in  that  case  go  ? 

Answer.  To  George  Gideon. 

Question.  Under  date  of  December  17,  1857,  I  find  this  entry: 
'^Received,  as  under,  from  C.  Sherman,  for  Senate  bill,  $2,530  26; 
discount  in  cash,  $320  36."  Who  is  Mr.  Sherman ;  was  the  discount 
paid  to  him,  and  in  what  connexion  was  it  paid  to  him  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Sherman  is  a  printer  in  Philadelphia.  There  was  no 
money  in  the  treasury  out  of  which  it  could  be  paid,  and  it  was  un- 
certain when  there  would  be.  I  sold  the  bill  to  Mr.  iSherman  at  10 
per  cent,  discount. 

Question.  Under  date  of  December  28,  1857, 1  find:  *'  Received,  as 
under,  from  S.  Megargee,  for  Senate  bill,$l,934  40  ;  dis.  $193;"  for 
what  was  that  discount  paid  ? 

Answer.  I  sold  that  bill  to  Mr.  Megargee.  I  could  not  collect  it 
here. 

Question.  Under  date  of  27th  December,  1  57,  I  find  this  entry, 
which  I  am  not  able  to  understand  :  *'  Drew  on  C.  Wendell  at  thirty 
days  for  balance  on  cow  bills,  discounted  by  C.   Megargee  &  Co. 
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Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Mr.  Sinclair,  I  have  carefully  examined 
jrour  aocountfl  with  the  government,  and  find  by  your  account  that, 
including  a  fictitious  entry  of  $1,934  40,  made  apparently  to  close 
the  account,  your  total  charge  against  the  government  is  $60,399  65, 
while  the  books  of  Mr.  Seaman  show  that  you  have  received  $70,487  30, 
making  a  difference  of  $10,087  75,  in  addition  to  the  fictitious  entry  of 
|1^934  40.  Can  you  give  any  explanation  relative  to  this  veist  dif- 
Ssrence  ? 

Answer.  I  can  give  you  no  explanation  of  that.  I  believe,  to  the 
i)e8t  of  my  knowledge,  the  statement  there  is  correct.  I  know  I  have 
received  from  the  government  pay  for  all  the  work  done  according  to 
^he  estimates.  I  cannot  give  any  taxplanation  of  the  discrepancy 
^hich  you  state. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  give  any  voucher  or  endorsement  by  which 
)ther  parties  could  draw  money  from  the  treasury  which  you  have 
lot  received,  or  which  is  not  on  your  books? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge  or  recollection.  It  is  now  some 
;wo  years  past  since  these  tra&sactions,  and  my  mind  does  not  hold 
pod  io  recollecting  some  of  these  things.  I  was  sometimes  pressed 
or  money,  and  it  may  be  that  I  made  small  drafts  which  I  am  not 
ible  to  recollect. 

Question    Then  you  can  give  no  explanation  of  this  discrepancy  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  How  was  the  money  generally  drawn 
Tom  the  treasury  ?     By  your  agents  here,  and  remitted  to  you  ? 

Answer.  Generally  by  my  agents  here. 

Question.  What  was  it  necessary  for  you  to  do  to  enable  your  agents 
;o  draw  the  money  on  your  bills  ?  Or  was  the  business  all  transacted 
)y  your  agents  here  ? 

Answer.  I  first  presented  a  bill  to  the  Superintendent's  office, which 
ame  back  approved.  I  then  sent  it  to  some  person  in  Washington 
o  collect  the  money. 

Question.  You  sent  the  bill  with  your  endorsement  on  it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  that  the  amount  stated  in  your  books 
overs  the  entire  amount  of  work  done  for  the  government  by  you 
uring  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency,  and  the  entire  amount  you 
ave  received  for  it  ? 

Answer.  I  would  not  like  to  swear  that  it  is  It  may  be  that  there 
re  some  other  little  items  which  are  not  there,  because  the  govern- 
lent  does  not  owe  me  anything  on  my  work,  to  my  knowledge. 

Qaestion.  You  think  you  have  received  compensation  for  all  the 
ork  done? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  tell  Peter  Gorman  that  you  did  not  desire 
13  services  any  longer  ;  that  he  could  be  of  no  further  service  to 
>u,  but  that  Mr.  WendfeU  and  Mr.  Gideon  were  the  persons  for  you 
>  see? 

Answer.  I  may  have  said  so.  I  am  not  sure  whether  I  have  ever 
kid  so  or  not. 

Question.  Did  you  not  say  so  to  him  ? 
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tions  which  you  have  sustained,  or  yonr  firm  have  sustaiued,  to  the 
goverDmeut  through  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Puhlic  Print- 
ing, or  in  relation  to  the  eontracts  or  supplies  on  the  part  of  any  other 
party  to  the  government,  which  it  may  be  important  for  this  committee 
to  know  in  order  to  arrive  at  just  conclusions  in  this  investigation  ? 

Answer.  I  am  positive  that  I  know  of  nothing  else  of  importance 
on  this  subject. 

Question.  Tour  books  show  that  in  ev^ry  instance  in  which  you 
sent  a  commission  to  Mr.  Gideon  or  Mr.  Wendell  you  returned  an 
amount  equal  to  about  ten  per  cent,  on  the  whole  amount  to  which  the 
commission  related. 

Answer.  No,  sir,  my  books  do  not  show  thai. 

Question.  In  most  cases  your  books  show  that  fact. 

Answer.  In  some  cases  they  do. 

Question.  Why  was  that  exact  per  centa^e  paid  as  a  general  thing  ? 

Answer.  It  was  not  paid  as  a  general  thmg. 

Question.  Why  did  you  send  that  per  oentage  to  these  gentlemen 
as  commission  on  these  bills  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  it  was  at  the  time  required  or  expected  from  me. 

Question.  What  reason  had  they  to  expect  that  particular  sum  or 
per  centage  of  you  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  what  their  mind  was  on  that  subject. 

Question.  Then  you  had  some  reason  in  your  own  mind  for  suppos- 
ing that  about  that  particular  amount  would  be  required  or  expected 
of  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  can  you  tell  us  what  induced  you  to  think  in  this 
instance  that  that  particular  amount  was  the  one  you  should  send  ? 

Answer.  I  think  in  that  case  I  wrote  to  ascertain  upon  what  condi- 
tions the  commission  would  be  executed. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  any  portion  of  this 

Cr  centage  was  paid  to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  any  other  person  for  his 
nefit,  in  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  knowledge  of  any  such  thing. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason  to  suppose  such  was  the  case  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  had. 

Question.  Did  you  believe  that  that  was  the  case? 

Answer.  I  supposed  so. 

Question.  Was  it  not  your  conviction  at  the  time  you  sent  this 
xioney  that  Mr.  Seaman  would  derive  any  benefit  from  it? 

Ansi^er.  I  think,  sir,  I  had  no  conviction  of  that  kind. 

Question.  But  still  you  believed  that  to  be  the  case? 

Answer.  Any  answer  I  could  make  to  that  would  not  be  satisfactory. 
^AU  of  us  had  that  general  impression.  We  supposed  there  was  to  be 
^H)me  benefit  derived,  but  we  knew  nothing  about  it. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Did  the  price  you  got  for  doing  this 
^^vork  justify  you  in  paying  this  large  commission  ? 

Answer.  I  think  most  of  it  would  justify  it ;  some  would  npt. 

Question.  When  you  were  doing  this  work,  did  you  not  feel  that 
^ome  portion  of  the  pay  you  were  entitled  to  was  going  to  Mr.  Seaman 
^Hr  his  friends  ? 
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Answer.  Possibly  I  did  ;  I  am  not  positire  in  my  recollection  on 
the  sabject. 

Question.  Had  yon  any  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Gideon  before  your 
introduction  in  Mr.  Megargee's  store? 

Answer.  No,  sir* 

Question.  When  did  you  first  make  the  acquaintance  of  Mr.  Wen- 
dell? 

Answer.  I  cannot  state  that  truly.  I  think  I  first  met  him  in  Mr. 
Megargee's  store,  and  was  introduced  to  him  as  public  printer. 

Question.  Was  that  before  or  after  you  commenced  doing  business 
for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  It  was  some  time  afterwards. 

Question.  Did  you  not,  at  one  or  two  different  occasions,  hand 
drafts  to  S.  J.  Megargee  to  send  to  Washington,  either  to  Mr.  Wen- 
dell, or  to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  Mr.  Gideon  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Question.  You  have  no  recollection,  then,  of  having  paid  Mr.  Me- 
gargee, or  handed  him  money  for  that  purpose? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  gentleman  engaged  in  your 
business,  or  of  any  paper  contractor,  who  has  either  paid,  or  loaned, 
or  given  Mr.  Seaman,  or  any  other  party  for  his  benefit,  any  money 
or  valuable  consideration  ? 

Answer.  If  I  answer  that  question  directly,  I  should  say  no.  This 
thing  is  public  talk,  general  talk,  as  plain  as  any  such  talk  can  indi- 
cate, that  there  are  means  given  for  such  purposes. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  Duval,  of  Philadelphia, 
paying  money  for  such  purposes,  either  in  the  shape  of  loans  or  com- 
missions? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  that  he  did. 

Question.  Can  you  say  who  you  heard  so  from  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  at  this  time.  It  is  one  of  those  street  talks  that 
one  cannot  fix  definitely. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  of  any  paper  contractor  paying  or  loaning 
money  for  such  purposes  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  have  not  ,that  I  recollect. 

Question.  Do  you  know  John  Cassin,  of  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  I  know  him  very  well. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  of  his  paying  money  or  loaning  money 
for  such  purposes  ? 

Answer.  I  never  have. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Cassin  and  Mr.  Seaman  were 
particularly  intimate  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Cassin  has  done  considerable  work  for  the  government 
during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Cassin  is  on  intimate  terms 
with  S.  J.  Megargee  ?  ' 

Answer.  I  think  not  with  Sylvester  Megargee. 

Question.  Or  with  either  of  the  Megargees? 

Answer.  I  suppose  Charles  Megargee's  house  supplies  his  paper. 

Question.  "Do  ^owVwon^  qS.  ^YL^tivm^  else,  either  in  the  business  rela- 
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tioDS  which  you  have  Bustained,  or  yonr  firm  have  sustaiued,  to  the 
governmeut  through  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Print- 
ing, or  in  relation  to  the  Gontracts  or  supplies  on  the  part  of  any  other 
party  to  the  goTernmeut,  which  it  may  be  important  for  this  committee 
to  know  in  order  to  arrive  at  just  conclusions  in  this  investigation  ? 

Answer.  I  am  positive  that  I  know  of  nothing  else  of  importance 
on  this  subject. 

Question.  Tour  books  show  that  in  evory  instance  in  which  you 
sent  a  commission  to  Mr.  Gideon  or  Mr.  Wendell  you  returned  an 
amount  equal  to  about  ten  per  cent,  on  the  whole  amount  to  which  the 
commission  related. 

Answer.  No,  sir,  my  books  do  not  show  that. 

Question.  In  most  cases  your  books  show  that  fact. 

Answer.  In  some  cases  they  do. 

Question.  Why  was  that  exact  per  centa^e  paid  as  a  general  thing  ? 

Answer.  It  was  not  paid  as  a  general  thmg. 

Question.  Why  did  you  send  that  per  oentage  to  these  gentlemen 
as  commission  on  these  bills  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  it  was  at  the  time  required  or  expected  from  me. 

Question.  What  reason  had  they  to  expect  that  particular  sum  or 
per  centage  of  you  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  what  their  mind  was  on  that  subject. 

Question.  Then  you  had  some  reason  in  your  own  mind  for  suppos- 
ing that  about  that  particular  amount  would  be  required  or  expected 
of  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  can  you  tell  us  what  induced  you  to  think  in  this 
instance  that  that  particular  amount  was  the  one  you  should  send  ? 

Answer.  I  think  in  that  case  I  wrote  to  ascertain  upon  what  condi- 
tions the  commission  would  be  executed. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  any  portion  of  this 
per  centage  was  paid  to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  any  other  person  for  his 
benefit,  in  the  city  of  Washington? 

Answer.  I  had  no  knowledge  of  any  such  thing. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason  to  suppose  such  was  the  case? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  had. 

Question.  Did  you  believe  that  that  was  the  case? 

Answer.  I  supposed  so. 

Question.  Was  it  not  your  conviction  at  the  time  you  sent  this 
money  that  Mr.  Seaman  would  derive  any  benefit  from  it? 

Ansi^er.  I  think,  sir,  I  had  no  conviction  of  that  kind. 

Question.  But  still  you  believed  that  to  be  the  case? 

Answer.  Any  answer  I  could  make  to  that  would  not  be  satisfactory. 
All  of  us  had  that  general  impression.  We  supposed  there  was  to  be 
some  benefit  derived,  but  we  knew  nothing  about  it. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Did  the  price  you  got  for  doing  this 
work  justify  you  in  paying  this  large  commission  ? 

Answer.  I  think  most  of  it  would  justify  it ;  some  would  npt. 

Question.  When  you  were  doing  this  work,  did  you  not  feel  that 
some  portion  of  the  pay  you  were  entitled  to  was  going  to  Mr.  Seaman 
or  his  friends  ? 
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to  his  argument  as  having  no  analogy  to  the  case  at  all;  that  whatever 
privileges  employers  might  allow  their  workmen  constituted  no  justi- 
fication for  such  charges  by  the  public  printer  against  the  government 
of  the  United  States  When  a  job  of  this  kind  was  ordered,  it  was  in 
the  power  of  the  employer  to  keep  his  types  standing  just  as  long  as 
he  pleased,  and  no  journeyman  had  the  right  to  interfere  with  it,  and 
therefore  the  principle  cited  of  the  practice  prevailing  in  some  of  the 
o£Sce8  in  the  city  of  New  York  as  regards  the  privileges  extended  by 
master  printers  to  their  employes  had  no  bearing  upon  the  rule  of 
charges  upon  the  part  of  the  government  printer. 

Question.  Then  you  regarded  the  charge  of  that  large  number  of 
composition  as  erroneous  and  improper? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  thought  so  on  the  same  principle  that  for  many 
years  the  public  printer  has  not  been  allowed  to  charge  for  composition 
on  documents  ordered  by  the  House  and  the  Senate.  That  was  done 
away  with  many  years  ago,  probably  twenty-five  years  or  more. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  what  these  blanks  were? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  and  I  am  very  certain  he  did  not  name  them. 
He  explained  to  me  by  a  general  case  the  nature  of  his  interrogatory. 

Question.  Do  you  lecollect  the  number  of  compositions  that  he  was 
disposed  to  charge? 

Answer.  It  appears  to  me  there  were  some  twenty  or  thirty;  I  did 
not  charge  my  memory  with  it  particularly,  but  I  think  he  stated 
there  were  some  twenty  or  thirty,  and  some  two  or  three  hundred 
copies  of  each  kind. 

Question.  What  impression  did  that  create  upon  your  mind;  that 
he  was  a  faithful  o£Scer  carefully  guarding  against  improper  charges 
on  the  treasury,  or  that  he  was  rather  inclined  to  lean  against  the 
treasury? 

Answer.  I  did  not  view  his  interrogatory  in  any  other  light  than 
as  a  course  which  ought  to  have  guided  any  man  in  the  highest  dis- 
charge of  his  duty;  I  thought  he  asked  my  opinion  with  a  view  to  be 
guided  by  my  judgment,  as  I  had  had  a  good  deal  of  experience  in 
matters  of  that  kind.  I  regarded  it  in  that  light,  and  I  never  thought 
of  it  afterwards  until  when  I  heard  that  such  charges  had  been  allowed 
by  the  Superintendent. 

Question.  Do  you  think  it  was  right  for  the  agent  of  the  govern- 
to  certify  to  such  charges  ? 

Answer.  Speaking  for  myself,  if  I  were  the  agent  of  the  govern- 
ment, I  certainly  would  not  allow  such  charges  ;  I  think  the  spirit  if 
not  the  letter  of  the  law  is  certainly  against  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anything  else  connected  with  Mr.  Sea- 
man's accounts  or  conduct  while  in  ofiice  which  it  is  proper  for  this 
committee  to  know  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  at  all. 

Fred.  Bourquin  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 
Answer.  In  Camden,  Pennsylvania. 

Question.  Were  you  lately  in  partnership  with  P.  S.  Duval,  of 
Philadelphia  ? 
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Answer.  My  partnership  with  P.  S.  Daval  oommenoed  in  1852  and 
expired  in  1857. 

Question.  Were  you  in  partnership  with  P.  S.  Duval  during  the 
time  the  firm  of  P.  S.  Dural  &  Co.  was  doing  work  for  the  govern- 
ment under  the  superintendency  of  puhlic  printing  of  Mr.  Seaman  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  vou  know  ahout  how  much  work  was  done  for  the 
government  hy  that  firm  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell  to  a  certainty  without  reference  to  the 
hooks,  but  it  was  a  considerable  amount. 

Question.  It  appears  from  the  report  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing  that  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  you  did 
work  for  the  government  to  the  amount  of  between  $75,000  and 
$80,000;  do  you  think  that  was  about  the  amount? 

Answer.  1  think  so. 

Question.  When  did  you  leave  the  firm  of  P.  S.  Duval  &  Co.? 

Answer.  The  first  day  of  January,  1857. 

Question.  How  was  the  work  you  received  from  government  pro- 
cured? 

Answer.  That  part  of  the  business  was  more  particularly  in  Mr. 
Duval's  hands  than  in  mine ;  but  I  know  how  he  got  it;  it  was  through 
the  medium  of  advertisements  or  of  friends,  who  would  send  on  word 
there  that  certain  work  was  to  be  given  out. 

Question.  Had  you  any  agents  in  Washington  or  parties  there  to 
attend  to  your  business  for  you  ? 

Answer.  There  were  gentlemen  who  attended  to  government  busi- 
ness for  us. 

Question.  Who,  in  the  city  of  Washington,  was  in  the  habit  of 
doing  business  for  you  or  of  sending  you  work? 

Answer.  There  are  some  whose  names  I  cannot  now  recollect. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Cornelius  Wendell  ever  do  anything  of  that  kind 
for  you  ? 

Answer.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Wendell  in  our  o£Sce. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Gideon,  of  this  city,  ever  attend  to  matters  of 
that  kind  for  you? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  the  name. 

Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  parties  whose  names  you 
never  ascertained  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  have. 

Question.  Who  do  you  believe  them  to  have  been  in  the  city  of 
Washington,  New  York,  Philadelphia,  or  other  places? 

Answer.  There  was  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Connelly  ;  I  do 
not  know  him. 

Question.  Where  does  he  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia,  I  believe. 

Question.  Do  you  know  his  business  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  it  is  the  liquor  or  wine  business,  but  I  am  not 
positive. 

Question.  Does  he  now  reside  in  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  I  think  he  does. 

Question.  Do  ^o\x  k\io^  hia  ^lace  of  business  ? 
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Answer.  I  believe  it  is  in  Dock  street,  or  down  somewhere  in  that 
neighborhood. 

Question.  What  particular  business  did  he  do  or  attend  to  for  your 
firm? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  positively  what  he  did ;  he  pretended  to  have 
influence  in  procuring  work. 

Question.  What  amount  of  commission  did  you  pay  him  or  other 
parties  for  such  services  ? 

Answer.  Various  amounts. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  about  what  general  per  centage  you  paid 
on  your  contracts  ? 

Answer.  From  five  to  fifteen  per  cent. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  agreement  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Duval  to  pay  for  getting  this  work? 

Answer.  The  agreement  was,  that  the  amount  of  work  would  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  per  centage. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  much  that  per  centage  amounted  to 
during  your  connexion  with  Mr.  Duval? 

Answer.  I  cannot  state  the  amount. 

Question.  Was  this  sum  always  paid  to  Mr.  Connelly,  or  sometimes 
to  other  parties  ? 

Answer.  For  a  certain  length  of  time  it  was  paid  to  Mr.  Connelly. 

Question.  After  that,  to  whom? 

Answer.  After  that,  and  previous  to  the  last  year  of  my  connexion 
with  the  firm,  it  was  paid  to  some  one  whose  name  I  never  asked. 

Question.  But  it  was  paid  to  some  one  ? 

Answer.  It  was  jiaid  to  somebody. 

Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge  sufficient  to  enable  you  to  form 
an  opinion  who  it  was  ? 

Answer.  I  think  we  paid  some  moneys  or  some  per  centage  to  a 
man  by  the  name  of  Cassin. 

Question.  John  Cassin  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir,  I  think  that  was  the  name ;  he  had  something 
to  do  with  natural  history. 

Question.  Was  he  an  artist? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  he  had  something  to  do  with  the  natural 
history. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  drew  the  designs  for  natural 
history  of  some  of  the  government  works  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  anything  more  than  that  we  had  some  con- 
tracts through  him. 

Question.  Where  does  he  reside  ? 

Answer.  His  place  of  business  is  corner  of  11  th  and  Chestnut  streets; 
I  think  he  resides  there  also,  but  I  am  not  certain. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Connelly  was  an  acquaintance 
of  Mr.  Seaman's? 

Answer.  I  would  not  like  to  testify  from  my  own  knowledge  that 
he  was. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  him  say  that  he  was  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How  did  he  pretend  to  get  this  work  for  you? 
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Answer.  I  cannot  say,  because  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Were  those  contracts  made  by  yourself,  or  bj  Mr.  Duval? 

Answer.  The  contracts  were  made  by  Mr.  Duval,  in  the  name  of 
the  firm. 

Question.  Then  he  is  better  acquainted  with  these  matters  than 
you  are? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  your  firm  ever  pay  any  money  to  Cornelius  Wendell, 
of  this  city. 

Answer.  I  cannot  testify  in  regard  to  that ;  there  were  moneys  paid 
to  somebody,  but  to  whom  I  never  informed  myself. 

Question.  To  some  one  in  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  so ;  I  understood  so. 

Question.  Was  that  an  additional  commission  paid  for  work  that 
Connelly  or  Cassin  had  procured,  or  was  it  for  work  procured  by  this 
party  in  Washington? 

Answer.  I  thin\  they  were  independent  of  each  other ;  I  think  it  was 
for  other  work  than  that  procured  by  either  Mr.  Cassin  or  Connelly. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  for  what  particular  work  you  paid  this 
commission  to  Mr.  Connelly  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  with  certainty ;  there  were  so  many  works 
that  we  had,  I  could  not  say. 

Question.  Was  it  on  the  first  contracts  you  had  from  the  govern- 
ment, or  the  last  ? 

Answer.  Not  the  first  or  the  last;  on  the  intermediate  contracts,  to 
the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  pay  for  the  first  contract  ? 

Answer.  That  was  to  individuals  in  Washington. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  about  what  contracts  you  paid  Mr.  Cas- 
sin for  ? 

Answer.  For  Lieutenant  Gilliss'  Report,  I  think. 

Question.  Was  that  among  your  earliest  contracts  with  the  govern- 
ment? 

Answer.  It  was  not  the  earliest. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  to  whom  you  paid  a  commission  on  Lieu- 
tenant Gibbon's  Report? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Who  did  you  pay  a  commission  to  on  the  work  done  on 
the  Japan  Expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  certain  ;  I  think  to  Mr.  Connelly. 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  pay  the  commission  for  the  work  done 
on  the  Pacific  Railroad  Surveys  ? 

Answer.  Really  I  cannot  be  positive ;  it  was  either  to  Mr.  Connelly 
or  to  some  one  here  in  Washington. 

Question.  Was  there  any  account  kept  on  the  books  of  P.  S.  Duval 
&  Co.  of  the  amount  of  per  centage  paid  for  procuring  these  contracts? 

Answer.  I  think  not,  so  that  it  would  appear  distinctly. 

Question,  llow  did  you  show  the  amounts  in  order  to  balance  the 
accounts  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  commissions  were  charged  to  general  expenses 
of  the  prmting  ac^vsmt. 
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Question.  Do  the  names  of  any  of  these  agents  appear  on  the  books  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  What  book  would  give  the  most  information  on  that  sub- 
ject? 

Answer.  I  think  the  ledger.  • 

Question.  Would  it  not  be  necessary  to  refer  to  the  original  entries 
on  the  day-book  or  cash-book  ? 

Answer.  They  might  corroborate  the  entries  on  the  ledger. 

Question.  Who  has  possession  of  these  books  now  ? 

Answer.  The  firm  of  Duval  &  Sons,  I  suppose. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  these  agents  had  any  oon- 
nexion  with  Mr.  Seaman,  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  they  had. 

Question.  What  was  the  understanding  of  your  firm  when  they 
paid  this  commission — that  it  was  necessary,  to  get  work  ? 

Answer.  Without  paying  the  commission  we  could  get  no  work. 

Question.  Was  fifteen  per  cent,  the  highest  amount  of  commission 
you  ever  agreed  to  pay  ? 

Answer.  I  believe,  for  the  last,  we  paid  twenty  per  cent. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  who  this  last  commission  was  to  be 
paid  to  ? 

Answer.  According  to  my  recollection,  the  commission  for  the  last 
work  we  did  was  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Duval  say  that  to  you? 

Answer.  Mr.  Duval  said  it  must  be  paid  to  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Seaman  Superintendent  at  that  time? 

Answer.  He  was. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  what  work  that  was  for? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  for  transfers  from  steel  plates  of  various 
things. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  work  it  was  for? 

Answer.  I  believe  for  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report. 

Question.  What  would  be  about  the  average  per  centage  on  the 
whole  work  you  received  from  government  paid  for  commissions? 

Answer.  I  think  perhaps  it  would  average  from  eight  to  ten  per 
cent.     I  merely  give  my  supposition. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  NiblacK.)  What  firm  are  you  a  member  of  now? 

Answer.  Of  the  firm  of  Fred.  Boquin  &  Co.  Mr.  Smith  is  the 
company. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  interest  in  any  government  work  since 
you  formed  a  partnership  with  Mr.  Smith  ? 

Answer.  Not  any. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  bid  for  government  work  since  that  time? 

Answer.  Not  any. 

Question.  Why  have  you  not  mcide  bids  ? 

Answer.  Because  we  came  to  the  determination  that  we  would  not 
pay  a  per  centage.  Upon  that  consideration  we  declared  that  we 
would  not  make  any  bids.  My  partner  said  he  would  not  make  him- 
self a  dabbler  in  it,  and  I  said  we  would  not.  I  have  always  been 
opposed  to  it. 
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Question.  Who  was  that  agent  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Gorman,  formerly. 

Qaestion.  During  the  period  of  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  did 
Mr.  Gorman  act  as  your  agent  ? 

Answer.  He  did  during  a  portion  of  it,  though  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  did  anything  for  us;  as  far  as  I  recollect,  we  got  no  work. 

Question.  Who  has  been  your  agent  since  that  time  ? 

Answer.  There  has  been  a  gentleman  here  who  always  pretended 
to  be  a  friend  of  ours  and  to  represent  our  interest;  I  do  not  know  that 
he  was  exactly  an  agent. 

Question.  Who  was  that  gentleman? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  Was  there  any  one  acting  in  that  capacity  other  than 
Mr.  Wendell? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  per  cent,  did  you  pay  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  We  never  made  any  contract  with  him;  I  did  pay  him 
3ome  money. 

Question.  Do  you  know  about  what  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  I  never  made  any  calculation;  after  I  was  througjh  with 
all  my  work  I  gave  him  one  of  my  bills. 

Question.  How  large  a  bill  ? 
•  Answer.  It  must  have  been  somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of 
>2,000. 

Qaestion.  Had  you  any  understanding  that  it  was  about  a  regular 
[)er  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  service  did  Mr.  Wendell  render  you  to  entitle  him 
;o  that  amount  of  money  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  rendered  any  service. 

Question.  What  was  the  understanding;  why  was  it  that  you  gave 

lim  that  amount  of  money;  was  it  for  his  influence  with  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  No,  sir;    Mr.  Seaman's    name  was   never  mentioned;  I 

hink  he  represented  that  he  had  influence  with  the  committee,  or 

^mething  of  that  kind 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Wendell  tell  you  he  would  use  his  influence  to 
et  this  work  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir;  I  cannot  say  that  he  did.  He  pretended  to  be 
friend  of  ours.  I  presume  that  he  represented  to  me  that  he  knew 
irery  member  of  Congress,  and  such  things  as  that.  Afterwards, 
hen  money  was  tight,  he  helped  us  to  get  our  money  for  our  worfc  . 
Y  having  it  allowed  by  the  proper  committee  when  I  could  not  get 
myself ;  which  led  me  to  believe  that  he  had  influence.  I  do  not 
now  what  influence  he  had  in  securing  contracts,  but  I  know  that 
e  got  work. 

Qaestion.  Did  you  go  on  getting  work  at  that  time,  with  any  under- 
anding  that  you  were  to  remunerate  him  for  his  attention  ? 
Answer.  There  was  no  understanding  between  Mr.  Wendell  and 
lyself  that  we  were  to  give  him  ten  per  cent.,  or  one  per  cent.,  or  any 
'her  specific  amount.  He  said  he  would  look  to  our  interest,  and 
ith  that  we  were  satisfied. 
16  s 
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Question.  And  for  the  services  he  rendered  you  gave  him  one  of  the 
bills? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Can  you  point  to  which  hill  you  gave  him  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  1  cannot ;  I  do  not  remember.  It  was  one  of  the 
last  bills,  X  think.  I  know  it  was  after  all  our  work  had  been  com- 
pleted. 

Question.  Most  of  this  work  was  done  under  Mr.  Seaman's  super- 
intendency,  and  you  allege  that  Mr.  Wendell's  influence  was  with 
members  of  Congress  and  with  the  committee ;  now  what  influence 
did  you  need,  with  members  of  Congress  and  the  committee,  when 
your  contracts  came  directly  from  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  The  way  I  understood  it,  and  what  I  believed  to  be  the 
law,  was  that  the  committees  of  Congress  directed  the  Superintendent 
of  Public  Printing  to  make  these  contracts.  The  letters  of  the  Super- 
intendent awarding  me  contracts  always  stated  that  he  was  directed 
by  the  committee  of  the  Senate,  or  the  House,  as  the  case  might  be, 
to  contract  with  me  for  such  and  such  work.  If  I  ever  received  any 
contract  from  Mr.  Seaman  which  was  not  made  by  the  direction  of  the 
House  and  Senate,  I  am  not  aware  of  it. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  When  did  you  become  acquainted 
with  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  acquainted  with  him  for  a  number  of  years  ; 
I  cannot  say  precisely  how  long.  I  was  acquainted  with  him  before  I 
was  with  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  Had  he  anything  to  do  with  your  business  here  in  Wash- 
ington before  Mr.  Seaman  came  into  office? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  induced  Mr.  Wendell  to  superintend  your  business 
here  ? 

Answer.  I  scarcely  know  what  it  was  ;  we  had  been  some  time  with- 
out work. 

Question.  You  had  been  some  time  without  work  and  you  thought 
Mr.  Wejidell  could  secure  work  for  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  tell  you  he  could  ? 

Answer.  He  represented,  as  I  stated  before,  that  he  had  influence 
with  the  committee  of  the  House. 

Question.  Then  when  you  employed  him  you  did  it  with  reference 
to  the  influence  he  could  exert  to  procure  contracts  for- you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  agree  to  pay  him  anything  whatever  for  the 
service  he  was  to  render  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  anything  said  at  the  time  about  compensation  for 
his  trouble? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  no  more  than  this  :  he  stated  that  he  did  not  wish 
us  to  pay  him  ten  per  cent.,  or  twenty  per  cent.,  or  one  per  cent.,  or 
any  per  cent.,  but  that  anything  that  he  could  do  for  us  he  would  do. 

Question.  And  leave  the  amount  to  you  ? 
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Answer.  1  presume  so  ;  that  was  the  understanding  so  far  as  I  was 
concerned  ;  what  was  his  understanding  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  When  he  said  he  did  not  want  you  to  pay  him  ten  per 
cent. ,  or  twenty  per  cent. ,  or  one  per  cent. ,  you  understood  that  he  was 
to  have  some  compensation  for  his  services  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  know,  at  the  time,  that  he  was  intimate  with 
Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  have  stated  that  you  gave  him  the  bill  for  about 
$2,000  ;  have  you  never  given  any  other  bill  or  money  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have.  I  do  not  remember  that  I 
have. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  anything,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
any  person  else  in  the  city  of  Washington  or  Baltimore,  or  any  other 
place,  for  such  services  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  No.  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  not  paid  an  amount  equal  to  between  five  and 
ten  per  cent,  on  the  aggregate  amount  of  work  you  have  done  since 
you  employed  Mr.  Wendell  for  the  services  he  has  performed,  or  during 
Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  the  aggregate  amount  of  work  I  have  done 
during  that  period. 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  amount  of  work,  in  the  aggregate, 
you  have  done  for  the  government  in  the  period  between  August,  1854, 
and  the  1st  of  December,  1857  ? 

Answer.  The  amount,  as  I  add  it  up,  is  $55,064. 

Question.  Have  you  paid  an  amount  equal  to  five  per  cent,  upon 
that  to  Mr.  Wendell? 

Answer.  Nothing  like  the  amount. 

Question.  Do  you  not  remember  sending  to  Mr.  Wendell  an  amount 
of  money  during  the  year  1854  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  think  it  possible  that  your  brother  could  have 
sent  to  Mr.  Wendell  an  amount  of  money  without  your  knowledge  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  that  you  have  not  paid  any  further  sums 
of  money  to  Mr.  Wendell,  or  to  some  other  person,  for  services  ren- 
dered in  procuring  work  for  you? 

Answer.  As  I  have  said,  I  have  paid  Mr.  Wendell  a  bill,  but  I  do 
not  think  it  was  over  $2,000.     It  may,  perhaps,  have  been  $2,500. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  by  the  last  bill  that  it  was  a  bill  certified 
by  the  present  Superintendent  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember.  It  was  about  the  time  he  came  into 
office — probably  it  was  General  Bowman's  bill.  I  know  it  was  after 
all  our  work  was  finished. 

Question.  When  you  handed  that  bill  to  Mr.  Wendell,  it  was,  in 
your  judgment,  carrying  out  the  understanding  that  you  had  when  he 
first  proposed  to  do  business  for  you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  you  considered  yourself  >  that    much  his  debtor. 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Why  did  70a  dismiss  Mr.  Gorman  at  the  time  you  did 
lismiss  him  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Grorman  informed  us  he  could  be  of  no  further  service 
o  us. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  about  what  time  you  made  a  change  in 
'our  agents? 

Answer.  It  must  have  been  some  time  before  these  payments  were 
Qade. 

Question.  Then  you  employed  Mr.  Wendell  some  time  in  the  year 
854,  did  you  not  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  what  time  I  employed  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  About  what  time,  according  to  the  best  of  your  recollec- 
ion? 

Answer.  I  think  it  must  have  been  about  1855. 

Question.  You  employed  Mr.  Wendell  then  after  Mr.  Gorman  had 
nformed  you  that  he  could  be  of  no  service  to  ycu  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Gorman  tell  you  that  he  could  do  nothing  with 
kir.  Seaman,  oveing  to  eome  di£Sculty  between  them? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  What  do  you  recollect  of  the  conversation  you  had  with 
At.  Gorman  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  We  had  not  had  any  work  for  some  time,  and  I  asked  him 
irhy  it  was.     He  said  he  thought  he  could  be  of  no  further  service  to  us. 

Question.  Did  he  suggest  the  employment  of  any  other  parties? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  any  one  elie  suggest  the  employment  of  any  other 
«rty? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  anything  to  do  with  Mr.  Gideon,  of 
his  city  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  When  did  the  first  interview  between 
oa  and  Mr.  Wendell  take  place  relative  to  his  taking  charge  of  your 
ttterests  here  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  was  led  to  believe  from  some  one  that 
Ir.  Wendell  was  arranging  these  things. 

Question.  Did  you  come  to  Washington  to  see  him  ? 

Answer.  I  met  him  here  ;  I  do  not  think  I  came  expressly  for  that 
urpose. 

Question.  Did  he  never  tell  you  that  he  would  look  to  your  inter- 
sts  with  Mr.  Seaman,  or  that  he  was  intimate  with  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  recollect  about  that  distinctly.  He  represented 
hat  he  had  influence  with  Congress,  and  with  the  committees. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  ever  tell  you  that  you  should  not  have 
ny thing  to  do  with  Mr.  Gorman  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Seaman  told  me  that  any  one  who  ap- 
roached  him  through  an  agent — I  do  not  think  he  mentioned  Mr. 
K)rman's  name — would  never  get  any  work  from  him. 
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Answer.  No>  sir ;  some  years  ago  Mr.  Gorman  did  some  little  busi- 
ness for  me,  or  pretended  to,  but  it  never  amounted  to  much.  1  gene- 
rally attended  to  my  own  business  personally. 

Question.  Have  you  always  received  the  full  amount  of  your  con- 
tracts from  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  always. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  or  allowed  any  deductions  on  your 
bills  to  government,  or  any  person  representing  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  never. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  percentage  to  any  person  for 
representing  you  or  acting  for  you  in  securing  contracts  from  the  gov- 
ernment? 

Answer.  The  only  individual  I  ever  allowed  anything  for  securing 
contracts  for  me  was  Peter  Gorman^  and  I  found  th^t  he  had  no  power 
or  influence ;  I  found  that  I  could  attend  tj  my  own  bunnosi  much 
better  myself. 

Question.  When  was  that? 

Answer.  Before  Mr.  Seaman  came  in. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  per  centage  on  the  work  you  did 
for  the  government  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  No  per  centage. 

Question.  Have  you  paid  or  loaned  any  money  on  it  ? 

Answer.  I  have  loaned  money. 

Question.  Who  have  you  loaned  money  to? 

Answer.  There  have  been  some  transactions  of  that  description  be- 
tween Mr.  Seaman  and  myself. 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  they  are? 

Answer.  I  find  that  I  borrowed  of  him  |100  ;  then  $400  ;  and  then 
$25.  I  find  that  I  loaned  him  first  $250  ;  then  $500  ;  then  $200  ; 
then  $200;  then  $1,300;  then  $500:  and  then  $1,100— making  a 
difference  between  us  of  $3,445. 

Question,  (by  Mr  Harris.)  Was  that  repaid  you? 

Answer.  The  $3,445  was  not. 

Question.  Is  it  still  due  ? 

Answer.  I  have  never  asked  for  it. 

Question.  How  long  has  it  been  due  ? 

Answer.  It  has  been  going  on  since  the  first  two  years  he  was  in 
office. 

Question.  When  was  the  last  loan  ? 

Answer.  December  29,  1854. 

Question.  You  have  never  asked  him  for  that  difference? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Did  you  expect  to  be  repaid  when  you  loaned  the  money  ? 

Answer.  I  did,  most  positively,  or  I  never  would  have  loaned  the 
money. 

Question.  Then  why  have  you  not  asked  for  it  ? 

Answer.  Because  there  was  no  earthly  use  in  it.  I  asked  him  to 
loan  me  $G00  once,  and  he  would  not  do  it. 

.  Question.  I  observe  in  the  book  which  you  produce  here,  which 
I  understand  you  to  say  contains  a  iuU  record  of  your  transactions 
with  the  government  during  Mr.  Seaman's  administration^  th^ttJx^ 
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the  entire  sum  $76,328  57.  Are  these  all  the  amounts  which  you 
have  received  from  the  government  during  this  period  ? 

Answer.  Yes.  sir,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Question.  I  nnd  from  a  careful  report  of  the  present  Superintendent 
of  Public  Printing  that  you  were  cbarffed  with  amounts  paid  by  the 
government  for  this  work  $83,065  27,  leaving  a  balance  unexplained 
of  $6,736  76. 

Answer.  It  may  be  that  there  were  sums  paid  in  1853  of  which 
there  is  no  account  in  this  book.  I  am  sure  that  I  have  received  from 
the  government  the  full  amount  of  ray  bills. 

Question.  On  the  work  you  did  on  Sitgreaves'  work  you  are  charged 
by  the  government  with  $3,750,  while  your  book  shows  you  to  have 
received  only  $2,750.     Can  you  explain  the  difference  of  $1,000  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  received  another  $1,000  which  is  not  on  my 
books. 

Question.  For  the  work  done  by  you  on  Marcy's  report  you  are 
charged  by  the  government,  as  appears  by  the  Superintendent's  report, 
with  |6,350,  while  your  book  shows  you  to  have  received  only  $4,830, 
leaving  a  difference  of  about  $1,420  in  that  item.  In  the  Coast  Sur- 
vey report  for  1853  you  credit  the  government  with  $9,600;  was  that 
the  whole  amount  you  received  from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  It  is,  so  far  as  appears  from  my  book.  I  think  I  only  did 
the  work  for  one  House  of  Congress. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  did  it  for  the  other  House  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  You  are  charged  by  the  government  with  $19,100.  Can 
you  explain  the  discrepancy? 

Answer.  I  must  have  done  the  work  for  both  Houses.  I  did  not 
het  every  thing  down  in  my  book.  I  have  had  no  partner  in  my 
business,  and  1  have  not  pretended  to  keep  my  book  with  exact  accu- 
racy, never  supposing  it  would  be  called  for  lor  any  such  purpose  as 
this. 

Question.  There  is  a  credit  on  your  book  of  $13,179  40  for  work 
done  on  the  Japan  expedition;  is  that  all  you  received  on  that  work? 

Answer    So  tar  as  1  know  it  is. 

Question.  You  are  charged  by  the  government  with  $17,297  62  on 
that  work,  can  you  explain  the  difference?     • 

Answer  I  can  explain  it  in  no  way  certainly,  except  by  saying 
that  I  must  have  received  an  additional  amount  which  I  neglected  to 
enter  on  my  book. 

Question.  You  have  credited  on  your  book  the  government  with 
$6,910  for  work  done  on  tlie  Pacific  Railroad  report  for  the  House 
and  with  $9,283  for  the  Senate,  making  an  aggregate  of  $16,193;  is 
that  all  you  have  received  from  the  government  for  work  done  on  that 
report? 

Answer.  It  is,  so  far  as  I  now  can  tell. 

Question.  You  are  charged  by  the  government  with  $17,388  36  for 
work  done  on  that  work;  can  you  explain  the  difference? 

Answer.  The  calculation  from  which  that  statement  was  made  was 
made  up  from  my  recollection  of  the  number  of  plates  done  on  that 
report;  I  presume  I  must  have  done  a  larger  number  of  plates. 
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Question.  But  your  books  show  you  to  have  received  that  amoant, 
and  you  presume  them  to  be  correct  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  cannot  say  they  are  correct.  I  merely  kept 
them  to  refer  to  myself;  I  never  supposed  they  would  be  called  for  for 
the  purpose  of  any  investigation;  if  I  had  I  should  have  kept  them 
differently. 

Question.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  tell  the  committee  whether 
you  have  ever  acted  as  agent  for  Mr.  Seaman  in  New  York? 

Answer.  I  have  never  acted  as  agent  for  Mr.  Seaman  in  New  York; 
he  once  requested  me  to  do  so  for  the  engraving  to  be  done  on  the 
mechanical  part  of  the  Patent  Office  report.  In  the  first  place  they 
wero  to  have  been  done  on  stone ;  then  they  decided  to  have  them 
done  on  wood.  He  asked  me  if  I  would  not  take  control  of  the  work 
and  give  it  out  to  be  engraved.  I  told  him  I  would  not  touch  it;  that 
I  would  go  round  with  him  to  see  some  of  the  engravers  if  he  wished 
me  to  and  get  bids  ;  but  that  if  he  wanted  some  one  to  take  charge  of 
the  work,  1  had  a  clerk  who  was  a  good  judge  of  engraving  and « 
good  judge  of  printing,  who  would  take  charge  of  it  and  give  oat  the 
work.  He  employed  Mr.  Johnson,  the  clerk  I  mantioned,  who  ga?e 
out  the  work,  sent  the  proof  sheets  to  Mr.  Seaman  for  approval,  and 
took  general  charge  of  it,  for  which,  he  was  never  paid  one  dollar. 
Mr.  Seaman  ought  to  have  paid  him  for  it  but  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  go  to  Mr.  Orr's  place  of  busiDess  in  New 
York  on  that  business  ? 

Answer.  Never,  except  with  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  call  on  Henry  Lawrence  on  that  busineM? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect ;  I  may  have  called  on  him.  When  I 
went  round  with  Mr.  Seaman  I  called  on  a  good  many  different  en- 
gravers in  New  York. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  sav  to  Mr.  Orr  that  you  could  or  would  get 
a  certain  amount  of  work  for  him  on  the  mechanical  part  of  the 
Patent  Office  report  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  said  such  a  thing  in  my  life.  I  hare 
been  to  Mr.  Orr's  place  of  business  and  told  him  where  he  coald 

fet  work,  I  have  no  doubt.  I  called  there  once  with  Mr.  Seaman,  but 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  giving  out  of  any  work  for  Mr.  Seaman, 
and  expressly  refused  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Question.  Did  yciu  ever  say  to  any  wood  engraver  in  New  York  that 
you  would  get  or  could  get  a  cert»iin  amount  of  government  work  if 
he  would  pay  a  commission  on  it? 

Answer.  Never  in  my  life  ;  never. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  propose  to  any  wood  engi^aver  to  secarc 
work  from  the  government  for  him  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  wood  engraver,  or  any  kind  of  en- 
graver or  lithographic  printer,  paying  to  Mr.  Seaman  or  Mr.  Wendell, 
of  the  city  of  Washington,  or  Mr.  George  S,  Gideon,  of  Washington, 
or  to  any  person  either  in  the  city  of  Washington,  or  Philadelphia, 
or  New  York,  any  sum  of  money,  directly  or  indirectly,  for  a  contract 
or  contracts  for  engraving  or  any  kind  of  lithographic  printing? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  it  is  out  of  my  line  of  business. 
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jaestion.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  contractor  who,  during  Mr. 
man's  snperintendencj,  has  paid  him  money,  or  loaned  him  money^ 
pven  him  money,  or  any  valuable  consideration,  either  directly  or 
Irectly  ? 

Luswer.  1^0,  sir ;  it  has  never  come  to  my  ears. 
Question.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Roberts,  a  wood 
raver  in  the  city  of  New  York,  on  the  subject  of  work  from  the 
ernment  ? 

Lnswer.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Eichels,  formerly  a  clerk  in  the  house 
Campbell,  gall  &  Co.,  of  New  York? 
LDSwer.  Yes,  sir. 

•uestion.  Do  you  know  whether  he  ever  acted  as  agent  for  Mr. 
man? 

Lnswer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

[uestion.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Eichels  ever  made  propositions 
ny  engravers  or  lithographic  printers  to  secure  work  for  them  from 
government  for  a  per  centage  or  commission  ? 
Lnswer.  No,  sir  ;  there  was  something  said  about  a  per  centage  ;  I 
lot  know  anything  positively  about  it  myself, 
tuestion.  Who  said  something  about  a  per  centage  ?  ♦ 

Luswer.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  it  was  somebody  here  in  Wash- 
k>n,  but  it  was  some  years  ago,  and  I  could  not  state  of  whom  I 
rdit. 

(uestion.  Was  it  Mr.  Wendell? 
inswer.  No,  sir. 

{uestion.  Was  it  George  S.  Gideon  ? 

lUSwer.  I  do  not  think  it  was ;  but  it  has  really  gone  from  my 
d. 

luestion.  Was  it  Peter  Gorman  ? 

Lnswer.  I  do  not  know,  and  1  could  not  be  certain  if  you  were  to 
le  the  person. 

luestion.  Did  you  ever  hear  Mr.  Eichels  say  anything  about  it  ? 
.nswer.  No,  sir. 

uestion,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Have  you  fully  disclosed  everything 
lin  your  knowledge  connected  with  this  investigation  ? 
.nswer.  I  do  not  think  of  anything  that  I  have  not  disclosed, 
uestion.  Will  you  please  state  your  opinion  of  the  price  you  received 
work  irom  the  government  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency? 
iiRwer.  It  was  no  more  than  I  would  have  charged  parties  outside 
the  same  work,  and  no  more  than  I  always  charged  the  govern- 
it.  It  is  a  great  deal  less  than  a  good  deal  of  work  done  by  parties 
Tew  York  or  Philadelphia. 

uestion.  How  would  the  prices  paid  for  work  during  Mr.  Seaman's 
3rintendency  compare  with  those  paid  previously,  when  the  matter 
exclusively  in  the  hands  of  committees  ? 

.nswer.  They  were  about  the  same.  There  was  very  little  differ- 
j.  In  some  instances  I  got  higher  prices  for  my  work  under  the 
mittees  than  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency.  I  do  not 
ik  the  work  could  be  done  for  a  less  price  and  done  well. 
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MoNDAT  MoRKiNQ,  February  H,  1859. 

James  C.  McGtjirb  sworn  : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Washington. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  I  am  an  auctioneer,  but  I  have  been  engaged  in  book- 
binding. • 

Question.  Have  you  done  any  business  for  the  government  under 
the  superintendency  of  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  What  was  it? 

Answer.  I  did  all  the  binding  of  the  extra  documents  ordered  by 
the  Senate  during  the  33d  and  34th  Congresses. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  amount  of  work  you  did  for  the  go?ern- 
ment? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  probably  some  two  or  three  hundred  thon- 
sand  dollars  ;  I  merely  guess  at  it. 

Question.  State  whether  you  have  ever  paid,  or  loaned,  or  giren, 
Mr.  Sean^an,  during  his  superintendency,  and  during  the  existenoeof 
this  contract  of  yours  with  the  government,  any  money  or  other  teIq- 
able  consideration  ? 

Answer.  I  have  loaned  him  money  frequently  during  that  period 
of  time. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  given  to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  any  one  else  for 
his  benefit,  or  to  any  member  of  his  family,  any  valuable  considera- 
tion, or  property,  or  money,  to  any  considerable  amount,  during  bis 
superintendency  ? 

Answer.  Never  to  the  amount  of  a  cent,  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Did  you  deed  a  certain  house  and  lot  in  this  city  to  Mr. 
Seaman  or  his  family  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  hold  a  certain  trust  property  in  this  city  in  trust 
for  Mr.  Seaman  or  his  family  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  a  title  of  a  house  and  lot 
which  he  holds  in  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  From  whom  did  he  purchase  that  property  ? 

Answer.  He  purchased  it  from  Joseph  H.  Bradley,  as  one  of  tbe 
trustees  in  a  chancery  proceeding. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  he  paid  for  it? 

Answer.  I  loaned  him  the  money  to  pay  for  it.  I  think  it  was  about 
|4,600,  I  merely  guess  at  it. 

Question.  Have  you  loaned  any  further  sum  than  that  to  him? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have.  I  think  about  $1,200  will  cover  it,  audi 
consider  that  secured  in  that  deed  of  trust  ;  and  I  think  I  have  loaned 
him  some  five  or  six  hundred  dollars  besides  the  |l,200. 

Question.  Then,  in  addition  to  the  $1,200,  he  owes  you  five  or  six 
hundred  dollars  more  ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  it  may  have  been  a  little  more  or  less.  It  has 
been  standing  for  some  time — some  three  years,  possibly. 

Question.  What  object  had  you  in  accommodating  Mr.  Seaman  with 
those  sums  of  money  at  various  times  ? 

Answer.  Beally  1  cannot  tell. 

Question.  Had  you  any  object? 

Answer.  No  especial  object ;  only  that  he  was  a  clever  fellow  and 
treated  me  kindly. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  ever  give  jov.  any  certificate  or  certifi- 
cates for  work  done  before  the  work  had  been  completed  ? 

Answer.  Never  in  any  case. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  ever  make  any  deduction  from  the 
amount  of  your  bills  as  rendered  ? 

Answer.  Never,  not  one  cent. 

Question.  Did  he,  or  any  person  in  your  oflSce,  charge  you  a  com- 
mission for  any  service  performed  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  acted  as  an  agent  for  either  engraver, 
lithographer,  or  paper  manufacturer,  having  contracts  with  the  gov- 
ernment outside  of  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  answer  the  question  certainly.  My  recollection 
is  that  in  one  or  two  cases  I  have  purchased  bills  which  had  been 
made  out  in  the  Superintendent's  omce — for  instance,  of  John  Cassin, 
and  one  or  two  other  persons.  The  bills  were  brought  to  me  certified, 
and  I  bought  them. 

Question.  Then  you  have  never  acted  as  agent  or  commission  mer- 
chant for  any  of  these  parties  ? 

Answer.  Never.  I  have  collected  their  bills  once  or  twice  as  an 
accommodation. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  any  money  from  John  Cassin,  of 
Philadelphia,  from  Mr  Sinclair,  of  Philadelphia,  from  Duval  &  Co  , 
of  Philadelphia,  from  Hoen  &  Co.,  of  Baltimore,  from  Sarony,  Major 
&  Knapp,  irom  John  Ackerman,  or  any  other  lithographer  or  engraver 
in  the  city  of  New  York,  for  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Never  to  my  recollection. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  any  remittance  from  either  of 
those  houses  to  be  handed  over  to  other  parties  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any — certainly  not  to  be  handed 
over  to  Mr.  Seaman,  but  perhaps  I  may  have  done  so  to  be  handed  to 
other  parties. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  recommended  any  lithographer  or  engraver 
in  Philadelphia  or  New  York  to  Mr.  Seaman  for  employment? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  doing  so.  John  Cassin  and  my- 
self are  intimate  friends,  and  when  he  was  applicant  for  work  I  may 
have  spoken  kindly  of  him. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Cassin  ask  you  to  do  so? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  recollect;  if  it  came  in  my  way  I  have  no  doubt 
I  spoke  kindly  of  him,  but  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  instance  in  which  Mr.  Seaman,  as 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  received  any  money  or  other 
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valuable  conBideratioiiy  either  directly  or  indirectly,  from  any  con- 
tractor doing  work  for  the  government,  or  supplying  material  for  the 
government? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  an  instance  of  that  kind  ? 

Answer.  Oh,  yes,  many. 

Question    Will  you  mention  them  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  distinct  recollection  of  them;  I  know  nothing 
but  from  general  rumor. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  a  certain  account  for  paper  used  by  you 
while  binder  for  the  Senate,  for  waste  leaves,  which  was  settled  by 
Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  any  particular  ac?ount. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  of  having  settled  any  account  of  that 
kind  with  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  many. 

Question.  State  bow  they  were  settled  ? 

Answer.  They  were  settled  by  paying  the  money. 

Question.  Were  the  bills  made  out  by  you  regularly,  the  money 
received,  and  receipts  taken  therefor? 

Answer.  Generally,  but  not  always. 

Question.  Were  you  not  in  the  habit  of  loaning  to  Mr.  Seaman 
from  time  to  time  small  sums  of  money,  and  of  afterwards  taking  his 
receipt  for  that  money  upon  the  account  of  paper  furnished  for  waste 
leaves,  in  gross  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  I  think  I  may  have  done  it  in  one  or  two  in- 
stances. I  may  have  paid  four  or  five  hundred  dollars,  and  when  the 
account  was  made  out  I  paid  the  balance  of  it.  I  would  give  him  a 
check  for  what  I  supposed  to  be  due,  but  'or  no  more. 

Question.  State  whether  you  know  anything  of  Mr.  Seaman's  ac- 
counts, his  books,  or  his  business  conduct  while  in  office,  which  it  is 
proper  and  right  for  this  committee  to  know  in  order  to  do  justice  in 
the  case  under  consideration  ? 

Answer.  I  know  of  nothing  which  would  in  any  way  enlighten 
this  committee  in  reference  to  Mr.  Seaman's  accounts.  I  know  no- 
thing of  his  accounts  with  third  parties. 

Question.  How  much  is  he  indebted  to  you  now,  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  amount  due  upon  the  original  purchase  of  that  pro- 
perty, the  amount  expended  upon  the  property,  and  the  amount  of 
other  matters  which  you  have  standing  agamst  him  ? 

Answer.  I  should  think  about  |6,500,  in  the  aggregate.  It  may 
be  $7,000. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  ever  complain  of  the  work  done  by  you 
for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  any  complaint  made  either  by  him  or  any 
one  else. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  difficulty  in  adjusting  any  of  your 
accounts  as  sent  into  the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  How  were  the  accounts  made  out? 

Answer.  They  were  made  out  in  the  Superintendent's  office.  I  never 
made  out  any  accoxm^*  «^^wi^\»  >2ti^  %w^TMcaA^t.    My  mode  was  a  sim- 
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]^le  one.  For  instance,  I  will  go  down  to  the  ofBce  and  ask  Dr.  Quail 
tor  a  certificate  for  such  work  as  has  been  done.  He  makes  out  a  cer^ 
tificate  and  hands  it  to  Mr.  Bowman,  gets  it  signed,  and  then  hands 
it  to  me. 

Question.  Was  there  any  advance  in  the  price  of  binding  during 
the  time  for  which  you  bound  work  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  work  for  the  department  daring  Mr.  Sea- 
man's superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did.  I  think  I  did  the  commercial  statement  once 
or  twice. 

Question.  State  whether  you  have  not  supplied  blank  book^  to  the 
government  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  any  binding  of  blank  work  for  the 
department  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  a  great  deal. 

Question.  Since  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  but  before. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  do  not  know  of  Mr.  Sea- 
man's having  received  from  any  party,  contractor  with  the  govern- 
ment, either  directly  or  indirectly,  any  money,  or  loan,  or  any  valua- 
ble consideration  whatever  during  his  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  say  so  distinctly. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  have  not  heard  of  any 
instauce  in  which  a  particular  individual  has  loaned  or  paid  or  given 
any  money  or  other  valuable  consideration  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Not  from  a  party  loaning  or  paying  or  giving. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  any  one  say  that  any  particular  con- 
tractor has  paid  or  loaned  or  given  Mr.  Seaman  money  during  his 
contract  or  just  before  it? 

Answer.  I  cannot  answer  ;  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  charge  of  that  kind? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  a  thousand  ;  but  from  whom,  where  or  how, 
I  cannot  tell.     I  know  nothing  definitely  about  it. 

Question.  Explain,  then,  what  you  mean  by  saying  you  have  not 
heard  any  such  thing  from  the  party  himself? 

Answer.  Rumors  are  constantly  floating  in  the  streets  about  every- 
body connected  with  the  government  or  who  has  w^rk  to  give  out. 

John  H.  Hall  sworn  : 

[John  H.  Hall  returned  from  his  home  in  New  York,  and  presented 
himselt  before  the  committee,  and  desired  to  make  some  explanation 
in  relation  to  his  testimony  previously  given,  based  upon  the  exami- 
nation of  his  books  at  home,  since  his  previous  examination.] 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Please  state  the  explanation  you 
desire  to  maxe  in  connexion  with  your  books  and  your  recent  exami- 
nation of  the  same  ? 

Answer.  The  Chairman  asked  me  on  my  former  examination 
whether  we  had  received  a  larger  commission  than  six  per  cent,  from 
Mr.  Imley,  to  which  I  replied  that  we  had  not  received  six  per  cent. 
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The  Chairman  also  asked  me  whether  we  had  receiTed  from  Mr.  Imley 
one  cent  per  pound  upon  52-pound  paper  furnished  by  him  to  the 
government.  My  answer  was  that  I  believed  we  had  not.  I  foand 
upon  conversation  with  my  partner ,  Mr.  Smith,  that  Mr.  Imley  did 
agree  to  allow  one  cent  per  pound  on  the  52-poand  paper  made  by 
Mr.  Imley.  Mr.  Smith  informed  me  that  that  was  to  go  to  Mr.  Wen- 
dell, but  that  Mr.  Imley,  for  reasons  which  he  states  satisfactorily  to 
himself,  declined  allowing  us  that  in  our  final  settlement  with  him, 
and  that  we  did  not  receive  it.  The  gross  sum  we  received,  being  the 
gross  amount  sum  I  have  stated  in  my  former  examination,  was  leas 
than  six  per  cent. 

Question.  How  does  the  account  appear  charged  in  your  books? 

Answer.  On  May  31,  1856,  on  making  up  our  account  against  Mr. 
Imley,  we  charged  him  one  cent  per  pound  on  8,440  reams  of  paper, 
amounting  to  $4,391  92.  We  also  charged  Mr.  Imley  commissions 
and  guarantee  on  54-pound  and  52-pound  paper  manufactured  hy 
him  and  delivered  to  the  government  at  six  per  cent.,  amounting  to 
$9,786  96.  On  the  23d  of  July,  1856,  we  credited  the  deduction  back 
to  Mr.  Imley  of  one  cent  per  pound,  and  the  difference  of  commissions 
in  addition  thereto,  which  would  make  the  amount  so  credited  back 
$5,177  88.  In  addition  to  that  Messrs.  John  Campbell  &  Co.  allowed 
$500.  This  matter  of  one  cent  per  pound  allowance  I  was  not  consulted 
upon,  and  did  not  understand. 

Question.  Did  you  understand  from  your  partner  that  when  Mr. 
Imley  objected  to  the  payment  of  that  allowance  of  one  cent  per  pound, 
that  the  amount  had  been  arranged  in  some  other  way? 

Answer.  I  was  not  present  at  the  interview,  and  knew  nothing 
about  the  conversation  until  it  was  stated  to  me  on  Saturday  last. 

Question.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  Mr.  Imley  objected  to  the 
allowance  of  one  cent  per  pound  for  reasons  of  his  own,  so  you  were 
informed  by  your  partner,  and  that  he  had  discharged  the  obligation  in 
some  other  way,  and  that  he  had  not  paid  that  amount  to  Mr.  Wen- 
dell? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  he  had  not  paid  the  amount  to  Mr. 
Wendell.  Mr.  Smith  would  have  come  on  himself  and  personally 
made  this  explanation  but  for  the  illness  of  his  father. 

Question.  Was  the  sum  of  sixteen  cents  per  pound  agreed  to  be 
paid  for  the  52-pound  paper  a  fair  price,  or  was  it  more  than  you 
could  have  purchased  that  paper  for  in  market  ? 

Answer.  It  was  the  ordinary  price  for  that  class  of  paper,  but  we, 
as  commission  merchants,  could  have  bought  it  for  less. 

Question.  Could  it  have  been  purchased  for  less  in  market? 

Answer.  Not  by  ordinary  consumers. 

Question.  Could  it  have  been  secured  by  the  government  agents  or 
others  offering  contracts  for  paper  to  any  large  amount? 

Answer.  Not  unless  they  were  prepared  to  pay  cash  directly  upon 
delivery. 

Question.  Would  your  firm  have  contracted  with  the  government 
at  that  time  to  deliver  that  class  of  paper  for  less  than  sixteen  cents 
per  pound? 

Answer.  "So,  «\t\  iio\.  %i\id  toJte  the  contingency  of  the  appropri- 
ation bVUs. 


TESTIMONY.  241 

Question.  Could  Mr.  Imley  afford  to  supply  that  paper  and  submit 
>  a  deduction  of  one  cent  per  pound? 

Answer.  I  think  he  could. 

Question.  In  your  entry  of  May  31  upon  your  books,  how  is  the 
large  of  one  cent  per  pound  entered? 

Answer.  '^One  cent  per  pound,  as  per  agreement,  on  8,440  reams 
:  52-pound  paper  sent  to  Washington  January  1,  1856,  439,192 
ounds,  $4,391  92." 

Question.  Did  you  underQtand  from  your  partner  that  that  contract 
ad  been  made  by  Mr.  Imley  with  Mr.  Wendell  at  the  time  the  con- 
tact for  the  paper  was  taken,  and  hence  the  charge  in  your  books  in 
lat  way? 

Answer.  He  did  not  state  it  in  that  way. 

Question.  Did  you  understand  that  there  was  an  understanding  at 
le  time  that  contract  for  paper  was  taken  by  Mr.  Imley  that  he  was 
)  pay  one  cent  per  pound  to  Mr.  Wendell,  and  that  that  account,  *'  as 
er  agreement**  on  the  books,  referred  to  the  contract  between  Mr. 
mley  and  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  understand  that  the  arrangement  was  direct  be- 
ween  Mr.  Imley  and  Mr.  Wendell,  but  it  was  the  understanding  of 
ly  partner  that  that  amount  was  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Why  was  it  that  you  charged  Mr. 
mley  that  one  cent  per  pound  upon  all  that  paper  in  addition  to  the 
egular  commissions;  was  it  because  you  expected  your  firm  should 
ay  it  to  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  That  is  the  way  I  understand  it. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Was  that  particular  contract  let 
nder  advertisement,  or  by  private  agreement? 

Answer.  My  recollection  is,  that  it  was  not  by  advertisement ;  that 
t;  was  let  some  time  after  the  regular  bids  were  received. 

Columbus  Alexander  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  the  city  of  Washington. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  I  am  a  printer. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  any  work  for  the  government  under 
Ir.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  but  I  made  proposals  to  do  some. 

Question.  State  what  you  know  about  the  accounts,  the  business 
onduct  and  transactions  of  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Print- 

ng. 

Answer.  The  first  thing  to  which  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
^mmittee  to  is  the  printing  act,  which  I  ask  leave  to  refer  to.  The 
uarth  section  of  that  act  is  as  follows : 

^^And  be  it  further  enacted^  That  it  shall  be  the  duly  of  the  said 
?nperintendent  of  the  Public  Printing  to  advertise  annually  in  one  or 
nore  newspapers  of  general  circulation  in  the  cities  of  Boston,  New 
fork,  Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  Washington,  New  Orleans,  Louis- 
ille,  and  Cincinnati,  for  the  space  of  sixty  days  prior  to  the  1st  o 
December,  for  sealed  proposals  to  furnish  the  government  of  the 
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United  States  all  paper  which  may  he  necessary  for  the  execution  o( 
the  puhlic  printing,  of  quality  and  in  quantity  to  be  specified  in  said 
advertisements  from  year  to  year,"  &c. 

That  provision  of  the  law  the  Superintendent,  in  my  view,  failed 
to  observe,  or,  in  other  words,  violated,  because,  before  the  Committee 
on  Printing  in  the  other  branch  of  the  Capitol,  before  which  I  had 
Mr.  Seaman  arraigned,  I  put  the  question  directly  to  Mr.  Seaman, 
whether  he  had  complied  with  that  provision  of  the  law,  and  he 
replied  that  he  had  not. 

Question.  Have  >ou  made  proposals  for  printing  to  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  The  next  matter  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  committee  grows  out  of  a  violation  of  the  third  part 
of  the  eighth  section  of  the  printing  act.  It  provides  that  for  press- 
work^  folding  and  stitching  100  copies,  per  page,  for  quarto  post,  20 
cents  shall  be  paid.  It  is  within  my  knowledge  that  in  all  the  ac- 
counts which  I  have  seen  of  such  work  Mr.  Seaman  has  allowed  40 
cents  for  one  page  of  press- work  per  100  copies.  The  law  also  pro- 
vides that  for  foolscap,  and  any  larger  size,  20  cents  shall  be  paid. 
For  that  work  also  Mr.  Seaman  has  invariably  allowed  40  cents  for 
every  100  copies  of  one  page.  In  other  words,  he  would  allow  two 
pages  for  one  in  every  case. 

The  law  also  says:  ^'But  the  following  deductions  shall  be  made 
from  the  press- work,  folding,  and  stitching  additional  numbers  to  the 
number  usually  ordered  by  Congress,  of  matter  included  in  the  fore- 
going specifications,  to  wit :  When  the  number  ordered  exceeds  5,000 
and  does  not  exceed  10,000,  two  per  centum ;  when  the  number  ex- 
ceeds 10,000  and  does  not  exceed  20,000,  five  per  centum ;  when  the 
number  exceeds  20,000,  forty  per  centum." 

That  applies  expressly  to  congressional  work.  Now,  the  eleventh 
section  of  th(^  same  law  says  :  ^'  That  the  same  pricef<*  shall  be  paid 
for  printing  for  the  executive  departments  that  are  paid  for  printing 
for  Congress." 

Now,  that  provision  of  the  eighth  section  which  requires  a  deduction 
to  be  made  under  certain  circumstances  has  never  been  made  applica- 
ble by  Mr.  Seaman  to  the  executive  departments  in  any  one  of  the 
accounts  I  have  seen.  I  state  also  another  fact,  that  the  great  bulk 
of  the  printing  of  the  executive  departments  is  made  up  of  quarto  post 
circulars  and  foolscap  circulars,  of  one  page,  and  of  larger  sizes.  And 
for  those  Mr.  Seaman  has  invariably  allowed  forty  cents  instead  of 
twenty  cents  per  hundred  copies. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  that  matter  came  to  pass  the  Treasury 
Department  without  being  detected  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  they  in  the  Treasury  Department  a  practical  printer 
to  examine  such  accounts  ? 

Answer.  They  had  not  then.  The  only  practical  printer  I  ever 
knew  of  being  there  was  Mr.  Claxton,  and  he  was  not  there  until 
some  time  after  Mr.  Seaman  was  Superintendent ;  and  soon  after  he 
went  there  I  heard  of  a  good  many  accounts  being  suspended. 

The  next  matter  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee is  a  provision  of  an  act  making  appropriations  for  the  civil  and 
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iplomatic  expenses  of  the  goverDinent  for  the  year  ending  the  30th 
f  June,  1856,  and  for  other  purposes,  approved  March  3,  1855.  In 
bat  act  was  a  proviso  directing  that  all  blank  books,  binding  and 
uling  the  same,  for  the  several  executive  departments,  should  be 
irnished  under  the  direction  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing, 
n  reference  to  that  matter  I  made  a  proposition  to  Mr.  Seaman  on 
be  19th  of  July,  1855.  I  had  also  a  conversation  with  him  about  it 
1  the  Superintendent's  office.  I  asked  Mr.  Seaman  if  he  would 
ntertain  a  proposition  which  I  desired  to  make,  and  which  would  save 
lie  government  33  per  cent,  upon  all  the  binding  which  had  been  put 
nder  his  supervision  by  the  proviso  which  I  have  read,  fie  replied 
bat  he  could  not  decide  then^  but  that'  he  would  have  to  consult 
thers  first.  I  then  asked  him  if  I  would  give  him  evidence  of  a 
3rtain  party  paying  a  large  commission,  what  would  be  his  course  in 
dference  to  this  binding?  He  replied  that  it  would  only  be  a  matter 
>r  consideration  ;  that  I  had  had  the  work  some  time,  and  that  I 
aght  to  give  way  and  give  other  parties  a  chance  to  make  some 
loney  now.  From  the  latter  remark  I  saw  his  bent  of  mind,  and  I 
ddressed  him  the  following  letter.  Some  time  after  that  I  caused  the 
etter  to  be  published,  and  a  short  time  after  I  heard  of  various  bills 
eing  suspended  in  the  various  departments.    The  letter  is  as  follows : 

"  Washington,  September  12,  1855. 

**  SiK :  Since  the  conversation  I  had  with  you  on  the  19th  of  July, 
855,  in  relation  to  the  binding  of  the  various  executive  departments, 
hich  has  been  put  under  your  'direction  and  supervision'  by  a 
iroviso'  in  the  civil  and  diplomatic  appropriation  bill  of  last  ses- 
on,  and  to  be  found  in  the  United  States  Statutes  at  Large^  Little, 
rowD  &  Co.'s  edition,  33d  Congress,  2d  session,  page  653,  I  have 
included  to  make  you  the  following  written  proposition,  in  repetition 
:'  the  verbal  one  made  on  the  date  above  mentioned,  for  the  reasons 
3rewith  set  forth. 

**  The  binding  having  been  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  diflferent 
K^retaries  and  chiefs  of  bureaus,  (who  were  opposed  to  this  spirit  of 
onopoly  that  was  contemplated  to  follow  in  its  train  by  the  proviso 
luded  to,)  and  because  it  could  not  all  be  made  to  flow  in  the  par- 
:^alar   *  direction' — ^  direction  T — sought  for  by   the  united   eflforts 

a  few  interested  individuals,  the  proviso  was  called  into  requisition 

accomplish  what  had  failed  to  have  been  performed  in  another  way. 
Iiis  proviso,  you  will  recollect,  was  passed  upon  the  very  heel  of  the 
it  moments  of  the  late  session  of  Congress,  when  its  members  had 
t  the  time  and  opportunity  to  discuss  its  merits  and  see  its  effect 
d  bearing,  or  its  object  and  purpose.  Thus  you  will  perceive  what 
a  are  expected  to  perform  under  this  color  of  a  law  oy  those  who 
aght  this  change  for  their  own  aggrandizement. 
**  Permit  me  also  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  law  crea- 
ig  your  office  of  *  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,'  and  pro- 
ling  ^  for  executing  the  public  printing  and  establishing  the  prices 
ereof,  and  for  other  purposes,'  (passed  32d  Congress,  1st  session, 
lapter  91,  pages  30  to  35,  inclusive,  Little,  Brown  &  Co.'s  edition,) 
^nes  your  duties,  attaches  penalties  for  any  interest  you  may  have 
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for  the  interest  of  the  government  or  the  interest  of  those  who  pre- 
sumed, with  so  much  certainty,  as  the  face  of  the  proviso  shows,  in 
my  opinion,  upon  your  co-operation,  taken  in  connexion  with  all  the 
facts  in  the  case,  of  which  I  have  reason  to  helieve  you  are  fully 
aware. 

*'I  respectfully  request  that  an  answer  to  my  proposition  may  be 
given  at  your  earliest  convenience.  Should  you  not  find  it  con- 
venient to  answer  my  proposition,  I  shall  take  occasion  at  an  early 
day,  after  waiting  due  time  for  an  answer,  to  notify  the  different 
Secretaries  and  chiefs  of  bureaus  of  my  offer  made  to  you,  contained 
in  the  foregoing,  and  submit  to  them  the  question  whether  their 
respective  departments  are  to  be  taxed  to  the  excess  of  more  than 
one-third  of  tbe  amount  the  work  can  be  done  for,  fully  and  equally 
as  well  executed,  and  to  their  entire  satisfaction.  I  shall  also  submit 
a  copy  of  the  foregoing  proposition  (if  not  the  letter  itself)  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  be  free  to  say  to  him  that,  if  my 
suggestion  be  not  adopted  by  you,  and  the  course  you  are  pursuing  in 
legard  to  the  binding  up  to  Ist  September,  1855,  be  not  changed, 
either  in  the  mode  suggested  or  in  the  prices  established  by  you,  the 
inevitable  tendency,  in  my  opinion,  must  be  a  much  larger  deficiency 
in  the  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1856,  than 
were  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1855 — amounting  in  the  aggregate 
to  $237,875 — for  matters  that  come  under  your  'direction'  or  *  su- 
pervision.'— (See  law  spassed  33d  Congress,  2d  session,  chapter  175, 
pp.  665,  666,  Little,  Brown  &  Co.'s  edition,  for  this  assertion.) 

'* Respectfully  submitted  for  your  consideration  and  action  by  your 
humble  servant, 

*'C.  ALEXANDEE. 

'*A.  G.  Seaman,  Esq., 

^^Superintendent  PtMic  Printing.'' 

^'Dbcembeb  6,  1855. 

"I  certify  that  on  the  12th  day  of  September,  1855, 1  delivered  into 
the  hands  of  Mr.  Seaman,  at  his  office  in  the  Capitol,  a  letter  addressed 
to  him  as  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing,  of  which  the  fore- 
going is  a  true  copy. 

'^H.  S.  BO  WEN." 

That  letter  was  delivered  to  him,  and  he  acknowledged  the  fact 
before  the  Senate  committee  which  was  examining  into  his  case. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  allowed  the  public 
printer  more  than  the  law  would  allow  for  public  printing  ? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  State  how  it  was  done  ? 

Answer.  I  have  already  stated  two  or  three  instances.  The  only 
other  instance  which  occurs  to  my  mind  is  in  reference  to  allowances 
for  printed  matter  which  was  required  to  be  bound  for  the  executive 
departments.  He  allowed  the  public  printer  or  binder  50  cents  or  75 
cents  a  quire  for  such  work.  If  he  allowed  50  cents  a  quire  it  would 
amount  to  $10  a  ream,  while  the  law  only  allows  $2  if  printed  on 
one  side,  and  $4  if  printed  on  two  sides.  If  he  allowed  75  cents  a. 
quire  it  would  amount  to  |15  a  ream,  instead  o(  I'vyo  ^^di^oxxx  ^0\*^\^« 
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Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  State  any  other  facts  within  your  knowl- 
edge. 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  anything  further. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  Seaman 
receiving  any  money  or  valuable  consideration  from  any  persons  having 
contracts  to  do  work  or  supply  materials  for  the  government  during 
©r  under  his  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have. 

Question.  State  the  instances. 

Answer.  I  have  understood  that  Mr.  McGuire  purchased  a  house  for 
Mr.  Seaman,  or  made  a  present  of  it  to  him,  in  a  roundabout  kind  of 
way,  and  took  a  lien  upon  it  more  as  a  cloak  than  anything  else. 

Question.  That  was  the  impression  outside  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  facts  of  the  case? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  loan,  money,  or  other  consideration 
given  to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  for  his  benefit,  by  contractors. 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect  any  at  this  moment. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anything  else  which  it  is  important  for 
this  committee  to  know  in  connexion  with  Mr.  Seaman's  accounts,  his 
books,  or  his  business  conduct  while  in  office  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  else  personally. 

CoRNEUUs  Wendell  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  the  city  of  Washington. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  am  a  printer. 

Question.  Have  you  been  engaged  in  doing  the  public  printing  for 
some  years  past  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question,  Will  you  state  whether  you  are  acquainted  with  A.  G. 
Seaman,  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  Very  well. 

Question.  Were  you  upon  intimate  terms  with  him  during  his  su- 
perintendency ? 

Answer.  Very. 

Question.  Will  you  please  state  what  you  know  about  the  books 
and  business  conduct  of  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  at  all  about  his  books. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  his  business  conduct,  the 
manner  in  which  he  let  contracts  for  printing,  for  paper,  and  other 
material  and  labor  supplied  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  By  advertisement,  I  always  supposed. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  ever  received,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  any  money,  bonds,  bills,  notes,  or  other  valu- 
able consideration,  or  any  property,  from  any  J)arty  supplying  paper 
to  the  government  under  his  superintendency,  or  from  any  person 
doing  work  as  lithographer  or  engraver  for  the  government? 
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Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  any  money  from  parties  supply- 
ing paper  for  the  government,  or  doing  work  as  lithographer,  engraver, 
&c.,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  for  the  benefit  of  the  late  Superin- 
tendent, or  any  one  else  connected  with  him  ? 

Answer.  Never  a  dollar 

Question.  Have  you  ever  made  any  contracts  with  parties  supplying 
paper  or  doing  work,  engAving  or  lithographing,  for  any  per  centage 
upon  the  amount  of  paper  to  be  suppli^  for  the  government,  or  for 
any  per  centage  upon  the  work  to  be  done  by  those  parties  for  the 
government,  going  through  Mr.  Seaman's  office? 

The  witness.  Not  desiring  to  conceal  anything  in  relation  to  this 
matter,  but  taking  the  ground  that  the  committee  were  appointed  to 
investigate  Mr.  Seaman's  accounts,  I  protest  against  the  right  of  the 
committee  to  bring  any  private  transactions  of  my  own  before  them. 
If  the  committee  deem  that  thtir  jurisdiction  extends  over  individual 
affairs  of  my  own,  and  not  having  any  connexion  with  Mr.  Seaman's 
office  or  accounts,  of  course  I  shall  feel  compelled  to  answer.  But  I 
submit  to  the  committee  whetner  their  power  extends  so  far  as  to 
inquire  into  any  arrangements  of  mine  with  A,  B,  and  C,  having  no 
connexion  with  Mr.  Seaman. 

The  committee  considering  that  it  was  right  and  proper  that  they 
should  press  the  question,  Mr.  Wendell  yielded  the  point  and  answered. 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  ever  to  have  made  contracts,  but  I 
have  aided  individuals  in  procuring  contracts  for  a  consideration. 

Question.  State  whom  you  have  aided  in  that  way. 

Answer.  Sylvester  J.  Megargee,  of  Philadelphia,  of  the  firm  of 
Megargee  Brothers ;  Gkorge  H.  Levis,  of  Philadelphia,  of  the  firm 
of  Charles  Megargee  &  Co.;  Mr.  Major,  of  the  firm  of  Sarony,  Major, 
&  Knapp;  Mr.  Duval,  of  the  firm  of  Duval  &  Co.;  Wagner  & 
McGuigan,  and  other  parties,  whose  names  do  not  now  occur  to  me. 

Question.  Did  you  do  anything  for  Van  Ingen  &  Snyder  ? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir  ;  I  obtained  for  them  the  engraving  of  plates  for 
the  Patent  Office  Reports. 

Question.  Did  you  do  anything  for  Sinclair  &  Co  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did,  and  also  for  John  Cassin. 

Question.  Did  you  do  anything  for  A.  Hoen  &  Co.,  of  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did  some  years  ago,  in  one  transaction. 

Question.  HIti  you  anything  to  do  with  getting  the  contract  for 
supplying  the  52-pound  paper  in  the  name  of  William  E.  or  Wil- 
liam H.  Imley  in  1856  ? 

Answer.  I  really  do  not  remember  ;  I  may  have  done  so ;  if  my 
memory  serves  me  correctly,  he  wanted  to  get  his  contract  renewed, 
and  I  tried  toget  it  renewed,  but  failed. 

Question.  Was  there  any  contract  between  yourself  and  Imley  as 
to  a  per  centage  or  an  amount  to  be  deducted  for  each  pound  of  62-pound 
paper  supplied  to  the  government  in  1866? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  there  was  not,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  one  else  used  your  name  in 
making  a  contract  with  Mr.  Imley  to  pay  you  one  cent  per  pound  for 
52-pound  paper  supplied  for  the  government? 
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Answer.  I  never  heard  of  such  a  thing  in  my  life.     If  my  name 
was  used  it  was  used  without  my  knowledge  or  consent. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  Campbell,  Hall 
&  Co.  upon  that  subject? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  seen  the  entries  of  that  subject  on  their 
books? 

Answer.  Never.  ^ 

Question.  Have  you  ever  seen  the  entry  in  their  books  of  the  one 
cent  per  pound  for  paper  supplied  by  Mr.  Imley  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  asked  them  to  show  you  that  account? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  Did  you  not  know  that  one  cent  per  pound  for  every 
pound  of  52-pouDd  paper  was  to  be  deducted  from  Mr.  Imley 's  account 
and  placed  to  your  credit  upon  their  books? 

Answer.  I  have  never  heard  of  it  only  as  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  men- 
tioned it  to  me. 

Question.  Did  you  know  that  one  cent  a  pound  was  deducted  on  the 
books  of  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  from  the  paper  supplied  by  Mr.  Imley 
of  the  52-pound  class,  and  that  the  same  was  to  be  paid  to  you,  or 
through  you  to  some  one  .else  in  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Was  thereat  any  time  any  arrangement 
between  yourself  and  any  other  person  by  which  you  received  the 
amount  of  one  cent  per  pound  deduction  from  the  52-pound  paper 
spoken  of,  or  compromised  that  amount  in  any  way  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Did  not  Mr.  Seaman  tell  you  that  an 
arrangement  of  that  kind  had  been  made^  and  that  the  one  cent  per 
pound  was  to  be  paid  to  you  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  upon  that  subject 
with  William  E.  Imley  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did. 

Question.  State  what  it  was. 

Answer.  My  best  recollection  is,  that  he  told  me  he  desired  a  re- 
newal of  his  contract;  that  he  had  paid,  or  was  to  pay,  one  cent  per 
pound  to  somebody  for  getting  it,  and  that  he  ought  to  have  it  re- 
newed. That  was  some  three  yearu  ago,  and  my  recollection  is  faint 
as  to  the  details  of  the  conversation.  There  was  never  an  intimation 
that  it  was  to  be  paid  to  me. 

Question.  Did  he  state  that  one  cent  per  pound  was  to  be  paid  to  a 
third  party  for  Mr.  Seaman's  benefit,  or  directly  to  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  He  did  not.  • 

Question.  Did  you  make  an,  eflfort  to  have  that  contract  renewed  ? 

Answer.  I  talked  to  Mr.  Seaman  about  it  when  the  bids  came  in. 
He  said  he  could  not  afford  it;  that  he  could  not  stand  on  that  bid. 
The  idea  was  that  there  were  other  bids  more  favorable  to  the  govern- 
ment. 
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Question.  Do  you  kuow  what  was  the  price  of  that  class  of  52- 
pound  paper  in  1855? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Was  it  worth  sixteen  cents  a  pound  in  cash? 

Answer.  I  should  hate  to  give  my  judgment,  I  know  so  little  about 
the  market  price  of  that  style  of  paper. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  accounts  with  those  various  contractors? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  any  notes,  memoranda,  or  books^  from  which 
you  can  ascertain  the  amount  received  from  those  parties  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  made  any  entry  of  them.  . 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  much  you  received  from  Van  Ingen  & 
Snyder? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  Have  you  any  idea  of  the  amount? 

Answer.  If  my  recollection  serves  me  right,  it  was  twelve  or  fifteen 
hundred  dollars. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  reqeive  or  collect  a  bill  for  them  for  en- 
graving the  camel  report  by  them? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  the  items ;  I  was  in  the  habit  of  col- 
lecting pretty  much  all  their  bills. 

Question.  Do  you  not  recollect  that  you  collected  that  bill  and  made 
no  return  whatever  of  the  amount? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  not  recollect  that  Van  Ingen  gave  you  that  bill 
entire? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  He  might  have  done  so,  and  if  he  swears  he  did 
probably  he  is  correct. 

Question.  Do  you  not  recollect  the  amount  which  yon  deducted 
from  the  House  bill  for  engraving  by  Van  Ingen  &  Snyder,  the  bal- 
ance of  which  account  you  remitted  to  Messrs.  Van  Ingen  &  Snyder 
by  draft  through  S.  J.  Megargee? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember. 

Question.  Was  it  $500,  or  was  it  $2,000? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember ;  it  might  have  been  the  one  and  it 
might  have  been  the  other. 

Question.  Was  it  not  $1,600,  precisely? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember.  My  transactions  were  very  large  in 
this  way,  and  1  have  no  recollection  of  the  details.  My  transactions  in 
all  my  business  amounted  to  nearly  a  million  of  dollars  a  year,  and  I 
kept  no  entries.  Gentlemen  would  come  to  me  and  ask  my  assistance. 
I  would  do  what  I  could  for  them,  make  what  I  could  out  of  it,  pocket 
the  afi'ront,  and  use  it  as  I  pleased  thereafter.  If  a  gentleman  offered 
me  a  thousand  dollars  to  aid  him,  and  I  could  do  it  in  an  honest  way, 
I  was  willing  to  do  it,  and  I  was  pretty  successful  in  it  too,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  of  having  received  $500,  in  addition  to 
the  sum  already  alluded  to,  from  Van  Ingen  &  Snyder,  through  the 
hands  of  S.  J.  Megargee? 

Answer.  I  think  I  received  it  all  through  his  hands. 

Question.  How  much  have  you  received  from  Sarony,  Major  & 
Knapp? 
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Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 
Question.  About  how  much? 

Answer.  I  should  hate  to  guess.  It  might  have  been — well,  it  would 
be  a  rough  guess — probably,  in  all  my  transactions  with  them,  sevea 
or  eight  thousand  dollars.  Perhaps  more,  perhaps  less.  I  made  a 
permanent  arrangement  with  them,  and  we  got  up  a  regular  ratab- 
lishment  here.  I  was  to  get  what  contracts  I  could  from  the  govern- 
raent  for  them;  they  were  to  bring  their  presses  here,  I  was  to  furnish 
office  room,  and  we  were  to  divide  the  profits.  We  were  not  success- 
ful, however,  and  in  eighteen  months  we  broke  up  the  establishment. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  derive  from  the  transaction  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  derived  much  from  it.  It  did  not  succeed, 
and  they  could  do  the  work  cheaper  at  home. 

Question.  Then  you  had  a  contract  with  them,  and  an  interest  in 
that  transaction  ? 

Answer.  I  had  a  verbal  contract  with  them. 

Question.  What  was  that  contract  ? 

Answer.  That  we  should  open  a  large  lithographic  establishment; 
that  I  was  to  procure  all  the  work  I  could  of  that  kind  from  the  go?- 
ernment,  and  that  we  were  to  divide  the  profits. 

Question.  Are  you  indebted  now  to  Sarony,  Major  &  Knappi 
growing  out  of  that  transaction  ? 

Answer.  I^think  not ;  I  may  owe  them  s(»me  money ;  but,  if  my 
memory  serves  me  right,  it  is  in  the  shape  of  an  unsettled  account. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  stated  the  account  between  you  and  them 
to  ascertain  the  baUnce  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  Has  Major  ever  told  you  that  certain  moneys  were  due 
from  you,  but  that  as  they  did  not  need  the  amount  they  were  willing 
to  accommodate  you  with  it? 

Answer.  Well,  our  mode  of  doing  the  business  was  this :  I  would 
obtain  contracts  for  gentlemen,  if  I  could,  under  a  verbal  stipulation 
that  they  should  pay  me  what  was  right  and  fair.  I  do  not  kno«r 
that  I  ever  had  a  definite  fixed  price.  1  would  attend  to  the  basiness 
as  well  as  I  could,  and  upon  the  settlement  of  their  accounts  I  col- 
lected the  money ;  sometimes  retaining  the  whole  of  it,  they  drawing 
upon  me  as  they  might  want  it.  I  remember  an  instance  in  which  I 
retained  $10,000,  and  had  the  use  of  it  four  or  six  months,  and 
accepted  drafts  as  they  were  drawn  upon  me  for  it. 

Question.  What  case  was  that  ? 

Answer.  The  case  of  John  Cassin  ;  and  I  owe  him  now,  as  I  do  the 
most  of  them.     I  am  a  borrower,  generally. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  much,  or  abor^  !.ow  much,  yon  hate 
received  from  S.  J.  Megargee,  of  the  firm  of  Megargee  Brothers,  of 
Philadelphia? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Was  it  something  large  or  small? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  received  from  them  perhaps  four  or  five 
thousand  dollars. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  any  money  from  them  which  was 
charged  to  Mr.  Seaman's  account  ? 
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Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have. 

Qaestion.  Can  you  explain  a  check  which  was  sent  to  you  by 
Megargee  Brothers,  of  $2,000  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  particular  check. 

Question.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  receiving  from  them  a  check 
for  $4,579  09  ? 

Answer.  I  may  have  done  so,  but  I  have  done  such  a  heavy  business 
with  them  that  I  do  not  recollect  any  particular  amounts. 

Question.  Did  you  borrow  that  amount  from  Megargee  Brothers  in 
July  last? 

Answer.  I  may  have  done  so.  I  am  in  the  habit  of  borrowing  money 
largely  from  that  firm.     They  discount  my  notes  frequently. 

Question.  Had  you  any  order  from  A.  G.  Seaman,  late  Superin- 
tendent of  Public  Printing,  to  draw  on  Megargee  Brothers  for  that 
amount  last  summer  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  not  that  I  remember. 

Question.  Do  you  remember  to  have  received  a  check  for  that 
amount  with  advices  that  it  was  charged  to  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  any  distinct  recollection  of  a  transaction  of 
that  kind,  and  for  that  money  ? 

Answer.  L never  received  that  money,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 
In  that  case  I  think  it  was  the  proceeds  of  a  note.  They  discounted 
my  notes  frequently. 

Question.  Did  you  draw  on  S.  J.  Megargee,  or  on  Megargee  Brothers 
on  the  24th  of  October,  1857,  for  $2,000,  to  be  charged  to  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  of  doing  so,  but  I  may  have  done  so. 
My  transactions  with  that  house  were  very  large. 

Question.  Was  there  not  a  contract  between  Megargee  Brothers,  or 
8.  J.  Megargee,  and  yourself,  that  you  were  to  receive  3^  per  cent, 
upon  the  entire  amount  of  paper  furnished  by  them  to  the  govern- 
ment? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  the  amount  was  never  specified,  to  the  best  of 
my  recollection. 

Question.  Did  not  you  specify  the  amount  of  a  half  commission,  as 
it  is  called  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  of  that  word  being  used. 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive  that  amount  upon  the  entire  amount 
of  paper  furnished  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  have  ever  received  as  high  as  one  per 
cent.    I  keep  no  accounts. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  received  from  Sinclair  & 
Co.? 

Answer.  I  do  not.     That  was  some  time  since. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  received  from  Duval  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  It  was  very  light,  if  anything.  To  the  best  of  my  recol- 
lection, I  did  not  get  anything.  He  was  burned  out,  and  I  did  my 
best  as  a  matter  of  good  feeling.  I  would  state  here  that  I  never 
made  any  demand  of  these  men  ;  sometimes  they  would  come  up  right 
and  sometimes  not. 
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frequently  to  be  stopped  for  want  of  paper,  and  I  was  willing  to  work 
brown  paper.  That  was  in  1855.  It  was  very  bad  paper.  It  was  from 
the  firm  of  Grant,  Warren  &  Co.  That  was  the  most  inferior  paper 
we  ever  used. 

Question.  What  was  it  worth  per  ream  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  full  twenty  or  twenty-iSve  per  cent,  under 
price,  and  in  my  judgment  it  could  have  been  bought  tor  that  in  open 
market. 

Question.  What  could  it  have  been  purchased  for  in  open  market 
per  ream  ? 

Answer.  I  think  for  from  |5  to  |5  20. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  make  complaint  to  Mr.  Seaman  or  to  Mr. 
Jewett,  who  then  had  that  matter  under  his  charge  particularly,  of 
the  bad  quality  of  the  paper  supplied  ? 

Answer.  I  spoke  to  them  about  it  occasionally. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  that  paper  of  Grant,  Warren 
&  Co.,  which  was  first  rejected,  was  afterwards  received  ;  or  was  it 
rejected  and  returned  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.^ 

Question.  Was  that  paper  worked  by  the  public  press  here?     , 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  we  worked  some  of  that  paper  vastly  inferior. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  paper  having  been  sent  back  to  the 
contractors  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  have  frequently  heard  of  it,  but  I  knew  nothing  of  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  45-pound  paper  was  received 
in  1857,  under  the  contract  of  8.  J.  Megargee,  which  was  greatly  infe- 
rior to  the  contract  sample? 

Answer.  I  have  known  lots  of  this  paper  which  did  not  run  up  as 
well  as  it  ought  to. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  a  large  quantity  of  paper  was 
received  in  1857,  under  that  contract,  which  was  very  greatly  inferior 
to  the  usual  paper  supplied? 

Answer.  I  would  not  use  the  terms  **  very  greatly  inferior,"  but  it 
was  interior. 

•  Question.  What  was  the  difierence  in  the  per  centage  between  that 
paper  and  the  contract  sample? 

Answer.  It  might  have  been  from  five  to  ten  per  cent.  I  have 
known  paper  rejected  which  ought  to  have  been  received,  in  my  judg- 
ment ;  and  I  have  known  paper  received  which  ought  to  have  been 
rejected,  in  my  judgment. 

Question.  Then  can  you  tell  us  the  reason  why  the  paper  thus  rejected 
which  ought  to  have  been  received  was  rejected,  and  why  the  paper 
thus  received  which  ought  to  have  been  rejected  wafS  received  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question    Do  you  know  any  reason  for  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  have  frequently  insisted  upon  a  different 
course  from  what  was  pursued.  I  remember  one  instance  when  I 
insisted  upon  receiving  a  lot  of  paper  which  Jewett  insisted  upon 
rejecting.  The  paper  was  as  well  up  to  sample  as  any  which  had  been 
received,  and  we  wanted  it  badly  to  keep  the  presses  in  operation.  I  never 
considered  the  gentlemeu  having  chargeof  the  receipt  of  paper  as  com- 
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petent  judges,  but  it  being  their  business  to  decide,  I  had  no  authority 
to  overrule  them. 

Question.  Could  you  give  us  the  aggregate  of  the  amount  of  per 
centage  received  by  you  from  contractors,  lithographers,  and  engra- 
vers, during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not. 

Question.  Would  it  amount  to  any  considerable  sum  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  a  pretty  handsome  sum. 

Question.  About  how  much.     Would  it  amount  to  $100,000? 

Answer.  Not  quite. 

Question.  Does  it  amount  to  |50,000  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Would  it  amount  to  |25, 000? 

Answer.  During  the  four  years  I  hardly  think  it  did.  It  might 
have  amounted  to  $15,000  or  $20,000  ;  but  whether  it  was  three,  or 
four,  or  five  thousand  dollars,  more  or  less,  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive  as  much  as  $15,090  and  better  from 
S.  J.  Megargee,  or  Megargee  Brothers  alone  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did  not ;  I  can  sware  to  that  with  a  clear 
conscience. 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive  over  $3,000  fpom  Van  Ingenl' 
Snyder  ? 

Answer.  My  memory  is,  that  it  was  $1,500. 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive  ever  $7,600  from  Sarony,  Major  & 
Knapp? 

Answer.  I  might  have  done  so. 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive  over  $6,000  from  Sinclair  &  Co.? 

Answer.  I  think  I  did  not. 

Question.  Can  you  give  us  some  idea  of  how  much  you  did  receire 
from  them  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  received  half  that 
amount  from  Sinclair  &  Co.,  although  I  may  have  done  so. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  |l,800,  or  thereabouts,  from  A.  Hoeai' 
Co.,  of  Baltimore? 

Answer.  I  may  have  done  so. 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive  an  amount  something  over  |6,000 
from  Duval  &  Co.? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  If  my  memory  serves  me  right,  I 
did  not  receive  $600. 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive  from  Wagner  &  McGnigan  a  large 
sum,  over  $5,000? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  received  from  them  $2,000. 

Question.  Can  you  give  us  t&e  amount  you  received  from  John 
Cassin  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question.  Was  the  amount  great  or  small  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  $5,000  or  $6,000.  My  account  with  (k»^^ 
is  still  unsettled.  I  am  owing  him  sOme  money,  but  cannot  say  how 
much. 

Question.  Do  you  know,  or  have  you  heard  from  any  reliable  source, 


TESTIMONY.  255 

ny  particular  instance  of  Mr.  Seaman  receiving  any  money  from  these 
on  tractors,  either  directly  or  indirectly  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  been  in  the  habit  of  borrow- 
Qg  money  from  those  contractors  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  that  he  was  a  large  borrower. 

Question .  Have  you  ever  heard  from  whom  he  borrowed  particularly, 
nd  the  amounts? 

Answer.  Not  particularly.  He  told  me  he  had  borrowed  money  of 
Ir.  Imley. 

Question.  Did  he  state  the  amount? 

Answer.  I  think  he  said  $6,000.  I  was  short  one  day  and  wanted 
3  borrow  of  him,  and  he  told  me  he  had  himself  been  borrowing  of 
mley. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  paid  ? 

Answer.  He  said  he  paid  it,  and  that  is  the  only  authority  I  have 
^r  knowing  that  he  borrowed  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  his  borrowing  money  of  S.  J.  Megargee, 
f  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  that  he  has. 

Question.  From  whom? 

Answer.  From  himself,  I  think,  as  well  as  from  Megargee. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  borrowed  money  from  the 
rm  of  Megargee  Brothers  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  borrowed  money  of  John  Cas- 
io, of  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  specially  of  any  other  persons  having  con- 
racts  with  the  government  from  whom  he  has  borrowed  money  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  I  was  present  once  when  he  borrowed 
loney  from  Major — a  small  amount.  He  was  in  the  habit  of  borrow- 
ig  a  great  deal  of  money.  I  have  known  of  his  borrowing  small  sums 
F  one  or  two  hundred  dollars  at  a  time.  I  was  not  personally  cogni- 
iint  of  his  borrowing  any  very  large  sums. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  or  either  of  those  engravers 
nd  lithographers  of  whom  you  have  spoken,  and  for  whom  you  have 
ane  business,  have  been  directed  to  engage  your  services  by  Mr.  Sea- 
lan  or  by  persons  in  his  office? 

Answer.  I  am  not  aware  of  it. 

Question.  Have  you  not  been  told  by  Mr.  Sinclair,  of  the  firm  of 
inclair  &  Co.,  that  he  was  directed  tg  employ  you  ? 

Answer.  I  may  have  been,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Imley  was  compelled  to  pay 
ne  cent  per  pound  on  the  paper  supplied  under  his  contract,  amount- 
ig  to  nearly  |5,000,  to  some  party  or  parties  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
:igton? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  I  never  heard  that  he  paid  it. 

Question.  Did  not  Mr.  Seaman  tell  you  that  that  arrangement  or 
'ODtract  had  been  made,  and  that  that  amount  was  to  be  deducted 


256  TESTIMONY. 

from  hi8  bill  upon  the  books  of  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.,  and  credited  to 
your  account  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  did.  I  would  state  in  reference  to  the 
matter  of  engraving,  that  my  transactions  in  that  matter  were  not 
with  Mr.  Seaman,  but  with  the  Committee  on  Engraving;  what 
influence  I  exerted,  if  any,  was  with  them. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Then  Mr.  Seaman  owes  you  borrowed 
money  at  this  time  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  owes  me  some  money  now,  some  |6,000. 

Question.  Have  you  asked  for  its,  payment  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  have  it  secured  on  property. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  On  what  property? 

Answer.  I  hold  a  chattel  mortgage  on  the  Sunday  Atlas,  of  New 
York;  when  he  went  out  of  office  he  had  no  business;  there  w^  an 
opening  there,  and  he  wished  to  buy  in,  but  had  not  the  means  of 
purchasing.  I  advanced  my  note,  and  when  it  became  due  I  paid  it, 
and  took  a  chattel  mortgage 

Question.  And  you  mean  to  avail  yourself  of  that  mortgage? 

Answer.  Certainly  I  do. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  given  Mr.  Seaman  any  considerable  8um 
of  money  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  none  except  what  I  borrowed  from  him;  it  is  due 
to  Mr.  Seaman  that  I  should  say  that  I  borrowed  largely  of  him;  thai 
he  aided  me  in  procuring  loans;  my  business  was  entirely  over  and 
independent  of  Mr.  Seaman;  he  could  not  add  a  dollar  to  me  or  take 
a  dollar  away;  Congress  has  the  fixing  its  own  price  for  its  own  work. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Had  Mr.  Seaman  any  interest,  either 
dirt  ctly  or  indirectly,  in  the  money  received  by  you  under  the  circum- 
stances you  have  mentioned  ? 

Answer.  Not  in  the  least. 

Question.  Did  he  ever  receive  a  part  or  portion  of  that  money? 

Answer.  Never  a  dollar  of  it.  I  have  loaned  him  money  in  small 
sums,  which  he  always  returned  ;  and  when  he  went  out  of  office  I 
owed  him  about  |3,000,  which  I  paid  him  within  a  month  afterwards. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  ever  had  a  conversation 
with  Mr.  Darling  relative  to  the  paper  of  Grant,  Warren  &  Co., 
furnished  in  1854  and  1855  ? 

Answer.  1  do  not  remember.  I  might,  as  he  was  receiving  the 
paper. 

Question/ Did  you  ever  tell  Darling  not  to  send  any  more  of  that 
paper  to  your  establishment;   that  it  was  not  fit  to  use? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  tell  him  that  that  paper  could  be  purchased 
for  |4  50  per  ream  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  know  it  occurred  to  me  that  they 
had  got  the  paper  down  twelve  or  fifteen  per  cent,  below  the  cootract 
sample.  1  thought  they  were  cutting  in  pretty  fat.  I  thought  they 
were  running  in  paper  worth  from  $5  to  |5  25  per  ream. 

Questio^;^.  What  becomes  of  the  waste  paper,  the  injured  paper,  the 
damp  paper,  about  tbe  establishment,  and  which  is  not  fit  to  be  used 
lor  printing  from  any  cause  whatever  ? 
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Answer.  I  sell  it  to  Mr.  Towers.  He  takes  the  wante  leaves,  trim- 
mings, and  all  that  kind  of  paper,  at  from  one-half  a  cent  per  pound 
up  to  five  cents  per  pound  for  finer  trimmings  from  the  executive 
binding. 

Question.  How  much  of  this  waste  paper  accumulates  in  your  estab- 
lishment per  day  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say.  When  in  full  blast,  there  may  be  three  or 
four  loads  a  week.     We  put  it  up  in  sacks  and  it  is  b.ilky. 

Question.  What  is  the  practice  in  the  trade  in  regard  to  waste 
paper,  cuttings,  damp  paper,  paper  that  is  injured  and  not  used,  or 
found  unfit  for  use  in  wetting  down,  &c.;  are  they  the  perquisites  of 
the  printer  ? 

Answer.  They  are  generally  the  perquisites  of  the  printer. 

Question.  Where  does  the  paper  come  from,  printed  on  one  side 
frequently,  which  is  now  so  generally  used  by  grocers  and  other  trades- 
men in  this  city  ? 

Answer.  I  presume  it  is  obtained  of  Mr.  Towers  ;  he  retails  it  out. 
When  in  full  blast,  with  twen^j-five  or  thirty  presses  at  work,  each 
press  will  waste  in  getting  them  to  register,  as  we  term  it,  five,  eight, 
or  ten  sheets  to  a  press.  The  waste  perhaps  will  be  four  or  five  per 
cent. ,  I  suppose,  in  the  lower  room  of  my  establishment.  The  average 
waste  of  my  establishment  is  from  one  to  one  and  a  half  per  cent, 
of  the  entire  amount  of  paper  used.  In  the  girls'  room  it  may  be 
about  the  same  or  larger.  The  usual  rule  of  the  profession  is  to 
allow  the  printer  five  per  cent,  for  wastage. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  paper  has  been  received  in 
your  establishment  directly  from  the  contractors,  without  being  in- 
spected by  any  person  in  the  Superintendent's  office? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  it  might  as  well  have  been  so. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  by  that  that  the  duty  of  inspecting  was  not 
performed  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  person  to  inspect  it  who  was  a  competent 
judge  of  paper.  I  did  not  think  that  competent  men  had  charge  of 
that  duty. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  wrappers  or  marks,  especially 
those  showing  the  weight  of  the  paper,  were  torn  off  before  it  was 
delivered  to  your  establishment  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not ;  I  never  knew  of  any  such  instances. 

Question.  Something  has  been  said  about  paying  for  the  entire  edi- 
tion of  the  Kansas  report,  the  entire  edition  of  which  report  it  is  said 
was  not  printed  ;  do  you  know  anything  about  that  matter? 

Answer.  I  have  never  known  an  instance  in  the  office  in  which  the 
entire  edition  ordered  was  not  printed. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  You  get  paid  for  vfhat  is  ordered  to  be 
printed  ? 

Answer.  Certainly.  In  the  Kansas  case  there  was  a  majoiity  and 
minority  report.  The  gentlemen  on  the  democratic  side  of  the  House 
did  not  want  the  extra  copies  ordered  by  the  republican  side,  and  the 
republican  side  did  not  care  about  the  copies  of  the  majority  report. 
And  there  was  an  arrangement  made  to  give^he  democrats  double 
the  number  of  their  report,  and  to  the  other  side  double  the  number 
17  s 
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of  their  report,  making  the  printing  the  same  thing  in  the  end.  It 
was  an  arrangement  made  by  gentlemen  themselves,  each  not  wishing 
the  report  antagonistic  to  their  respective  sides. 

As  to  the  editions  ordered,  we  always  work  them  plump  up.  It  would 
be  too  small  a  business  not  to  do  so.  Frequently,  however,  in  large 
editions  we  would  run  short.  For  instance,  in  a  book  making  50  sig- 
natures, of  which  20,000  copies  were  ordered,  we  sometimes  found  in 
making  them  up  that  some  of  the  signatures  would  run  one  or  two  hun- 
dred short;  in  which  case,  if  the  deficiency  was  too  large,  we  would  have 
to  reset  the  deficient  part.  But  in  order  to  avoid  that  I  put  on  gen- 
erally enough  paper  to  run  well  over.  In  other  cases,  my  binder,  who 
has  the  especial  charge  of  that  matter,  would  do  the  best  he  could.  If 
it  was  a  work  which  was  of  no  great  value  and  the  deficiency  was 
small,  they  would  let  the  matter  go,  and  they  would  be  received  as  the 
full  number.  It  would  be  a  very  small  matter  not  worth  troubliDg 
ourselves  about.  Certainly  it  would  be  too  contemptible  a  business  to 
try  to  make  anything  out  of  it,  as  it  would  involve  only  the  matter  of 
re-setting  a  few  pages. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Were  you  ever  allowed  double  price 
for  printing  circulars  used  in  the  executive  departments? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of? 

Question.  What  did  you  usually  receive  for  those  circulars? 

Answer.  1  cannot  say. 

Question.  Does  the  committee  understand  you  to  say  that  neither 
Mr.  Seaman  nor  any  one  else,  for  his  benefit,  received  either  directly 
or  indirectly  in  the  nature  of  a  payment,  a  loan,  or  a  present,  any 
portion  of,  or  interest  in,  the  moneys  received  by  you  from  the  paper 
contractors,  engravers,  or  lithographers? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  wish  them  to  understand  that  very  dis- 
tinctly and  emphatically. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason  to  believe  when  you  made  those  con- 
tracts with  lithographers  and  engravers  to  undertake  to  obtain  contracts 
for  them  so  far  as  you  could,  that  they  believed  that  any  p<»rtion  of 
that  fund  was  for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Seaman  or  any  one  connected  with 
him? 

Answer.  I  had  not. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  they  supposed  they 
were  paying  anything  indirectly  to  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  About  the  engraving,  I  wish  it  distinctly 
understood,  that  whatever  influence  I  had  was  with  the  Committee  oa 
Engraving;  in  reference  to  the  paper,  with  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  contracts  ibr  paper,  lithographingt 
and  engraving  were  given  out  by  Mr.  Seaman  as  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing,  after  consulting  with  the  committees,  at  a  greater 
price  than  bids  had  been  offered  for  the  same  work? 

Answer.  I  know  of  contracts  which  were  given  out  at  larger  prices 
than  the  bids  were  for. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  reason  for  that  course? 

Answer.  None  other  than  a  proper  one:  good  men,  good  prices. 
That  was  the  argument  of  the  committees. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  party  who  for  some  time  had  been 
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D^aged  in  doing  work  for  the  government,  who  for  some  reason  was 
ot  favored  in  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  and  got  no  further  work 
•ora  that  department? 

Answer.  Mr.  Ackerraan,  I  think,  complained  to  me  that  he  could 
ot  get  any  favors,  which  he  thought  his  work  entitled  him  to. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  complaint  from  Mr.  Graham, 
f  this  city  ? 

Answer.  I  may  have  done  so. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  anything  from  Mr.  Seibert,  of 
liis  city,  for  influencing  contracts  for  him  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State  how  much  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question.  About  how  much  ? 

Answer.  It'  my  memory  serves  me  right,  I  did  not  receive  anything 
•om  him  for  work  obtained  through  Mr.  Seaman's  office.  I  think  1 
btained  him  some  work  from  the  War  Department ;  a  large  job  1 
ad  charge  of  for  him. 

Question.  What  was  the  job? 

Answer.  Maps  ibr  the  Pacific  Railroad  reports  ;  but  I  am  not  posi 
ve  now. 

Question  Was  that  work  not  let  by  Mr.  Seaman,  either  generally 
ithout  advertisement  or  on  bids  under  advertisements? 

Answer.  T  think  it  was  taken  out  of  his  hands,  and  the  War  De- 
irtment  exercised  the  control. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  of  a  large  contract  given  to  Duval  & 
t>.  directly  by  Mr.  Seaman,  without  the  interposition  of  the  War 
apartment,  or  any  committee  on  engraving  whatever? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been,  but  I  do  not  personally  know  it. 

Question.  Then  when  you  say  that  this  work  was  generally  let  by 
e  committees,  you  mean  to  say  it  was  generally  so,  but  that  there 
ere  exceptions  to  that  fule  ? 

Answer.  If  my   memory  serves  me,  when  the  committees   went 
sray,  and  the  maps  were  not  ready,  they  gave  discretionary  power  to 
e  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  during  the  recess. 
Question,  (by  Mr.   Covode.)  We  understand  you  to  say  then  that 
latever  influence  you  were  able  to  exert,  either  with  committees 

with  Mr.  Seaman,  were  entirely  of  a  persuasive  character? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir;  based  upon  men's  capability  of  doing  work, 
me  enjoying  a  good  reputation,  and  others  not  so  good.  I  was 
xious,  for  two  reasons,  that  the  work  should  be  placed  in  good  hands ; 
e  was  to  make  something  out  of  it,  and  the  other  was  to  get  the 
►rk  promptly  ;  for  I  had  to  get  the  work  promptly  to  put  into  the 
^ks,  so  that  I  could  get  my  pay.  Previous,  however,  to  any  propo- 
n  for  payment  for  my  services  I  did  take  an  interest  in  the  matter, 
d  exerted  myself  to  have  the  work  executed  by  good  and  prompt 

[Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  in  which 
per  has  been  charged  by  the  Superintendent  to  you,  and  at  the  same 
16  charged  in  his  account  for  paper  supplied  the  departments  ? 
inswer.  I  do  not. 

C.  WENDELL. 
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Monday  Evening,  February  14,   1859. 

Johnson  K.  Rooers  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  this  city,  at  present. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  am  clerk  of  the  Committee  on  Printing  in  the  Senate. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  such  clerk  ? 

Answer.  Since  January,  1856. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Seaman's  accounts  or 
business  transactions  which  it  is  necessary  and  proper  for  this  com- 
mittee to  know  ? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  his  accounts,  except  so  far  as  they 
have  been  settled  by  the  committee  of  which  I  am  clerk.  I  know 
nothing  about  his  accounts  settled  at  the  department.  A  portion  ol 
his  account  of  waste  leaves  was  settled  by  the  committee ;  that  was 
before  the  system  in  reference  to  furnishing  waste  leaves  was  changed. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  improprieties  connected  with  the 
record  of  that  committee? 

Answer.  1  know  nothing,  except  that  Mr.  Seaman  suggested  to  me 
on  one  or  two  occasions  to  change  certain  phraseology  in  the  record  I 
kept  of  the  proceedings  of  that  committee. 

Question.  Has  he  ever  asked  you  to  make  any  material  changes  in 
the  minutes  of  the  record  of  the  meetings  of  that  committee,  by  which, 
in  case  any  censure  took  place,  it  wonld  fall  upon  the  committee  and 
not  upon  himself? 

Answer.  He  asked  me  to  make  changes,  and  that  would  haveheen 
the  effect  of  those  changes.  The  changes  he  suggested  would  have 
changed  somewhat  the  effect  of  the  orders  of  the  committee. 

Question.  Can  you  state  the  nature  of  any  of  those  changes  which 
he  suggested  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot;  they  were  very  trifling  in  their  nature.  I  think 
he  suggested  on  one  occasion  that  it  was  useless  to  be  so  particular  in 
keeping  the  records.  I  remarked  to  him  that  I  had  perceived  that 
difficulties  occurred  between  him  and  the  committee,  and  that  thej  all 
originated  from  the  fact  of  there  not  being  a  record;  that  they  under- 
stood orders  in  difierent  ways,  and  I  was  not  disposed  to  be  placed  in 
such  a  condition  ;  that  I  intended  to  keep  a  correct  record. 

Question.  You  say  these  alterations  were  slight;  yet,  in  fact,  their 
bearing  had  anjmportant  influence  upon  the  orders  of  the  committee? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  as  to  that,  but  my  impression  is,  that  they 
would  have  had  that  effect. 

Question.  Can  you  give  us  an  instance? 

Answer.  I  cannot  state  any  particular  instance.  It  was  soon  after 
I  had  been  appointed  to  that  position  ;  I  was  new  in  the  business,  and 
therefore  I  preferred  to  go  to  the  chairman  for  any  instructions  I 
might  want. 

Question  How  has  the  engraving  and  lithographing  for  the  Senate 
generally  been  given  out? 

Answer.  From  the  time  I  came  into  that  office,  or  soon  thereafter, 
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it  has  been  given  out  to  the  lowest  practical  bidder.  The  Super- 
intendent was  instructed  to  advertise  for  bids. 

Question.  Were  those  bids  brought  before  and  submitted  to  the 
committee? 

Answer.  Yes,  when  they  were  in  session. 

Question.  When  not  in  session  how  was  it  done  ? 

Answer.  They  were  opened  by  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Print- 
ing ;  I  think,  perhaps,  m  the  presence  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  perhaps  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate.  That  was, 
however,  in  regard  to  bids  for  paper,  and  it  was  done  in  pursuance  of 
a  joint  resolution  adopted  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing. 

Question.  Had  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  any  discretion 
in  giving  out  contracts  for  engraving  and  lithographing? 

Answer.  The  only  discretion  he  had  was  confined  to  the  rules 
adopted  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing. 

Question.  During  the  recess  of  Congress,  and  when  the  committee 
was  not  in  session,  was  there  much  engraving  and  lithographing  to 
be  let  or  contracted  for  ? 

Answer.  None  but  what  he  was  authorized  to  make  a  contract  for. 

Question.  Then  during  vacation  those  contracts  were  made  entirely 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  in  which  the  engraving  or 
lithographing  were  given  out  to  parties  who  were  not,  in  fact,  the 
lowest  bidders  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  much  attention  to  the  matter  of  contracts 
for  engraving  and  lithographing? 

Answer.  I  did  when  that  matter  was  brought  up  for  consideration. 

Question.  But  after  the  committee  had  directed  it  you  gave  the  con- 
tracts no  consideration  ? 

Answer.  That  was  a  matter  belonging  exclusively  to  the  superin- 
tendent. 

Question.  What  portion  of  the  public  engraving  and  lithographing 
was  given  out  directly  by  the  committee  during  the  session,  and  what 
by  the  Superintendent  during  the  vacation  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  state  precisely  what  proportion.  Everything 
which  was  ready  before  the  adjournment  was  given  out  by  the  com- 
mittees. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  in  which  the  bids  of  en- 
gravers and  lithographers  were  withdrawn  from  the  committee,  after 
they  had  been  submitted,  under  any  pretence  of  error  or  mistake? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ot  any  such  instance. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  which  it  is  necessary  and  im- 
portant for  this  committee  to  know  about  Mr.  Seaman's  books  or  his 
business  transactions  besides  what  you  have  related? 

Answer.  I  know  nothing  about  his  books. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  his  business  conduct  or 
transactions  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 
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Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  his   receiving   money,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  from  any  contractor  of  work  for  the  government? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Did  he  ever  offer  you  any  consideration 
to  induce  you  to  change  those  records  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  know  that  he  did.  Mr.  Seaman  came 
in  the  office,  on  one  occasion,  where  I  was  alone.  He  said  to  me 
he  wished  to  have  a  conversation  with  me.  I  said  certainly.  Said 
he,  *'  I  wish  to  make  a  friend  of  you."  I  said  to  him  that  I  wished 
to  be  a  friend  of  every  gentleman,  upon  honest  and  correct  principles. 
He  replied  :  *'  I  wish  to  make  a  friend  in  court ;  I  have  a  great  man? 
enemies  outside,  and  it  is  important  for  me  to  know  everything  which 
occurs  in  this  committee/'  I  replied  :  **  Sir,  within  the  records  you 
can  always  know  ;  anything  outside  of  the  records,  which  may  take 
place  here  in  the  shape  of  verbal  conversation,  you  cannot  know  from 
me."  He  replied  that  he  did  not  wish  me  to  do  anything  which  wm 
improper.  I  replied  that  if  he  did  not  wish  me  to  do  anything  im- 
proper, he  had  better  stop  the  conversation  where  it  was.  There  the 
matter  dropped. 

Question,  (by  the  Cliairman.)  Was  it  your  impression  that  he  wm 
disposed  to  offer  you  a  consideration  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  his  object  was. 

Question.  What  did  you  think  his  object  was? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  his  object  was  to  offer  me  anything 
or  not.  It  occurred  to  me  that  such  might  be  the  case,  and  I  thought 
the  best  way  was  to  cut  the  conversation  ^liort.  The  matter  made 
such  an  impression  on  ray  mind  that  1  reported  it  to  the  chairman  of 
the  committee.  I  told  Mr.  Seaman  that  I  had  been  placed  in  my 
position  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
fidence he  had  in  me,  and  that  I  would  be  a  great  rascal  if  I  com- 
municated to  him  anything  which  I  ought  not  to.  \ 

Selmar  Seibekt  sworn.  | 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  I  am  an  engraver  and  printer. 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  Washington. 

Question.  Have  you  been  doing  much  work  for  the  Superintendent 
of  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  I  have  done  some  fourteen  or  fifteen  charts  for  the  Jap 
Expedition. 

Question.  How  much  work  have  you  probably  done  for  the  govern- 
ment during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  Probably  some  $20,000  worth. 

Question.  What  was  that  work  upon? 

Answer.  It  was  for  Perry's  Japan  Expedition,  $6,312;  for  nine  en- 
gravings for  the  natural  history  of  the  Pacific  Railroad  report,  and 
49  plates  at  $45  each,  $2,570;  I  printed  lor  Major  Emory's  report  46 
plates  for  the  first  volume,  at  65  cents  per  hundred;  there  were  about 
86,000  copies  of  each  plate,  printed,  amounting  to  $2,S71  70. 
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Question.  What  was  the  whole  amount  of  the  work  you  did  for  the 
Pacific  Railroad  report  ? 

Answer.  The  whole  contract  was  for  $44,100. 

Question.  What  additional  sum  have  you  received  for  work  on  the 
lecond  volume  of  Emory's  report  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  give  the  whole  amount  received. 

Question.  There  appears  to  be  a  difference  between  your  accounts 
md  the  accounts  on  the  books  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Print- 
ng,  for  work  done  on  the  Japan  Expedition,  of  |648;  how  do  you 
account  for  that  difference  ? 

Answer.  You  will  find  the  contracts  on  file;  my  accounts  are  J'ept 
n  a  very  confused  way;  I  was  always  very  busy,  and  sometimes  very 
ired  and  had  not  much  time  to  keep  my  books. 

Question.  I  see  in  this  account  of  the  work  upon  the  plates  for 
he  natural  history  for  the  railroad  surveys  there  is  a  balance  of  $135 
iredited  to  the  account  to  square  that  amount,  and  it  does  not  appear 
ipon  your  books  to  have  been  received  from  the  treasury;  what  does 
hat  mean  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know;  I  did  not  keep  the  books  myself. 

Question.  Then  instead  of  doing  $20,000  worth  of  work  for  the 
government  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency,  you  have  done  a 
"^ery  much  larger  amount  of  work  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  believe  I  have;  part  of  it  I  got  paid  for  under 
Mr.  Seaman,  and  part  under  Mr.  Bowman. 

Question.  You  are  doing  work  now,  are  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  upon  the  Pacific  Eailroad  report. 

Question.  What  volume? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know;   they  were  maps. 

Question.  Instead  of  doing  work  to  the  amount  of  $20,000  upon 
jontracts,  as  shown  in  the  report  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing,  during  Mr.  Seaman's  term — of  course  embracing  contracts 
aot  yet  finished,  but  made  then — amount  to  $08,777  44;  do  you  think 
f'ou  have  done  so  much  work  as  that? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  up  to  this  time. 

Question.  Now  tell  the  committee  how  you  procured  this  work  from 
the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  I  think  I  got  it  as  the  lowest  bidder. 

Question.  Did  you  bid  for  all  the  work  you  got  ^ 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  no  agent  to  assist  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  employ  any  one  to  aid  you  in  getting  con- 
tracts ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  paid  C.  Wendell  money  for  assistance? 

Answer.  Not  for  assistance  in  getting  contracts,  but  for  money 
idvanced  to  me. 

Question.  When  did  Mr.  Wendell  first  loan  you  money? 

Answer.  It  was  when  I  first  commenced  doing  work  here. 

Question.  Did  you  commence  business  on  government  patronage? 

Answer.  I  was  twelve  years  in  the  Coast  Survey  office  in  the  employ 
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of  the  government  engraving  maps  for  the  Coast  iSiirvey  reports;  I 
was  hrought  over  from  Europe  for  that  purpose. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  in  this  business  for  yourself? 
Answer    It  is  about  four  years. 

Question.  Then  it  was  about  a  year  after  Mr.  Seaman  came  into 
office? 

Answer.  About  that  time;  I  think  he  was  in  office  when  I  left  the 
Coast  Survey  office  ? 

Question.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Seaman  about  start- 
ing an  office  here  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Question.  Did  he  not  advise  you  to  start  an  office? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  him  any  money  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  Mr.  Seaman,  directly  or  indirectly, 
or  to  any  one  else  believing  that  Mr.  Seaman  was  interested  in  it,  any 
valuable  consideration  or  money  for  giving  you  work  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  You  are  certain  you  have  paid  no  consideration  to  Mr. 
Wendell  for  getting  those  contracts? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  ask  Mr.  Wendell  to  assist  you  in  getting 
contracts  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  to  any  party  else  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington any  money  for  getting  contracts  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  doing  work  for  the  Superintendent's  office  now? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  do  the  rates  now  paid  for  work  compare  with  thoee 
paid  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  have  had  only  one  small  contract  yet  from  Mr.  Bowman, 
for  lithographing  the  maps. 

Question.  How  does  the  price  paid  by  Mr.  Bowman  compare  with 
that  paid  by  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  get  now  very  good  prices. 

Question.  Higher  or  lower  than  that  paid  by  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  It  is  difficult  to  say,  because  the  work  I  am  now  doing  is 
not  very  fine  work. 

Question.  You  can  tell,  can  you  not,  in  comparing  the  same  work, 
whether  the  prices  paid  now  by  the  present  Superintendent  on  hia  con- 
tracts are  higher  or  lower  than  those  paid  under  Mr.  Seaman's  sopeir 
intendency  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  they  are  about  the  same.  The  prices  I  received 
were  generally  very  low  under  Mr.  Seaman.  For  such  quarto  plates 
as  I  engraved  for  $45  they  paid  |70  for  the  Mexican  Boundary  Surrey 
report. 

Question.  What  kind  of  engraving  was  that ;  on  stone  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  on  copper.  I  know  parties  in  New  York  who 
engraved  for  the  Japan  Expedition  for  ten  thousand  dollars  what  I 
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did  for  six  thousand  and  some  odd  hundred  dollars ;  so  I  have  some 
reason  to  believe  I'get  my  work  as  the  lowest  bidder. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  particular  intimacy  with  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  been  intimate  with  Mr.  Wendell? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  no  further  than  that  he  has  been  friendly  to  me, 
and  I  have  asked  him  if  he  knew  anybody  to  help  me  along. 

Question.  Have  you  paid  Mr.  Wendell  anything  for  getting  con- 
tracts for  you  ? 

Answer.  Not  for  getting  contracts. 

Question.  What  have  you  paid  Mr.  Wendell  for  getting  ? 

Answer.  I  paid  him  interest  for  the  money  he  loaned  me.  I  paid 
him  nothing  but  borrowed  money  and  interest. 

Question.  Are  you  perfectly  certain  you  have  not  paid  Mr.  Wendell 
anything  except  in  that  way  ? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  known  of  contractors  for  lithographing  or 
engraviqg  paying  anything  for  contracts  in  Washington  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  one  paying  Mr.  Seaman  or 
any  one  connected  with  his  office  for  contracts? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Tuesday,  February  15,  1859. 
James  S.  Fendon  sworn  : 

Question,  (By  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside ? 

Answer.   In  Camden,  New  Jersey. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  Book-keeper. 

Question.  Were  you  employed  by  Sinclair  &  Co.  for  some  lime  a» 
book-keeper  ? 

Answer.  I  was  with  that  firm  eight  years. 

Question.   Were  the  books  generally  kept  by  you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  they  always  kept  by  you? 

Answer.  They  had  no  book-keeper  before  I  went  there. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Sinclair  or  any  partner  of  that  firm  indicate  to 
you  the  nature  of  any  of  the  entries  made  by  you  in  the  books? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  How  were  the  accDunts  between  the  late  Superintendent, 
or  of  the  government  through  him,  and  Sinclair  &  Co.  kept? 

Answer.  They  were  kept  in  the  usual  way  ? 

Question.  Did  you  charge  the  government  with  each  lot  of  print- 
ings or  engravings  sent  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then,  when  a  certain  amount  of  work  was  finished,  did 
you  send  on  for  your  certificate  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  the  amount  received  in  the  certificate  was  entered 
to  the  credit  of  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  State  to  the  committee  whether  any  portion  or  any  per 
centage  of  the  certificates  were  deducted  in  the  city  of  Washington,  or 
Philadelphia,  or  any  other  place,  hy  parties  connected  with  the  public 
printing,  or  interested  in  Sinclair  &  Co.  as  agents,  factors,  or  brokers? 

Answer.  With  an  exception  of  what  Mr.  Sinclair  collected  himself, 
most  of  the  collections  were  made  hy  Mr.  Gideon.  In  many  instances, 
where  he  could  not  get  the  money  here  readily  from  the  government, 
and  Mr.  Sinclair  would  be  bard  pushed,  he  would  go  to  Mr.  Gideon, 
and  get  a  draft  from  him  until  such  time  as  he  could  complete  certain 
portions  of  work,  so  that  he  could  get  money  from  the  government. 
He  would  then  collect  the  bills  and  pay  himself. 

Question.  Who  acted  as  agent  of  Sinclair  &  Co.  in  Washington? 

Answer.  Mr.  Gideon  was  the  only  person. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Wendell  also  act  as  agent? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  Sinclair  &  Co.  paid  a  per 
centage,  or  anything  in  the  way  of  commission,  for  getting  their 
contracts  from  the  government,  to  either  Mr.  Gideon,  Mr.  Wendell, 
or  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  deductions  upon  their  books 
were  meant  for  such  expenses,  and  charged  to  labor  account,  or  any 
other  account  ? 

Answer.  In  no  shape  that  I  recollect  of.  I  generally  charged  to 
discount  account  any  money  that  was  drawn  through  Mr.  Gideon. 

Question.  What  did  that  discount  amount  to? 

Answer.  I  think  he  used  to  pay  him  $60  upon  $1,000,  for  a  note. 

Question.  For  how  many  days? 

Answer.  Sometimes  for  thirty  days,  and  sometimes  he  would  get 
the  money  soon  after  giving  the  note. 

Question.  Do  you  not  recollect  that  you  remitted  checks  from  the 
house  of  Sinclair  &  Co.  to  Mr.  Gideon,  or  to  Mr.  Wendell,  for  their 
services,  independent  of  any  interest  or  deduction  of  that  character? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Wendell  had  anything  to  do  with 
them. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  anything  of  that  kind  with  Mr.  Gideon? 

Answer.  There  was  nothing  paid  to  him  in  the  shape  of  commis- 
sions that  I  know  of.  '  Whatever  was  remitted  to  him  was  merely  for 
the  accommodation. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  fact? 

Answer.  I  do,  most  positively. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  no  sum  of  money  was  paid  by  Sinclair 
&  Co.  for  commissions  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  aware  of  any. 

Question.  I  want  to  know  whether  you  know? 

Answer.  I  have  mentioned  the  only  commissions  I  know  of. 

Question.  Has  not  Sinclair  told  you,  as  his  book-keeper,  to  draw 
drafts  or  checks  and  send  them  to  Mr.  Gideon  for  commissions  for 
getting  contracts  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Has  he  not  directed  you  to  make  entries  in  the  books  to 
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expense  account,  or  labor  account,  or  to  some  other  account  of  tliat 
character,  for  commissions  paid  for  those  contracts. 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  any  one  about  what 
you  should  testify  here  ? 

Answer.  I  saw  Mr.  Sinclair  about  ten  minutes  before  I  came  on  here, 
but  had  no  conversation  with  him  about  that  matter. 

Question.  What  occurred  when  you  saw  Mr.  Sinclair? 

Answer.  I  told  him  you  had  sent  for  his  books.  He  replied  ''  Yes.'' 
Said  I,  "  Was  there  anything  wrong  about  them?"  He  said  there 
was  an  entry — mentioning  some  entry  in  the  books — upon  which  you 
wanted  information.  He  said  he  would  show  it  to  me.  I  told  him 
I  had  no  time,  but  I  would  know  all  about  it  when  I  got  here. 

Question.  Did  he  tell  you  what  he  swore  to  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  any  other  person  present  during  that  interview? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  it  was  in  his  own  office. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  engraver  or  lithographer  in  Phila- 
delphia or  any  other  place,  who  has  paid  for  any  engraving  or  litho- 
graphic contract  for  the  government? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  any.  I  think  I  heard  Bourquin  state  that 
Mr.  Duval  had  done  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  ease? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever,  while  in  his  employ,  have  any  conversation 
upon  that  subject  with  him  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  You  stated  a  moment  ago,  in  your  examination,  that  you 
were  perfectly  certain  that  no  sum  of  money  had  been  sent  to  Cornelius 
Wendell? 

Answer.  So  far  as  my  recollection  goes. 

Question.  In  the  books  of  Sinclair  &  Co.  there  is  the  following 
entry  made  in  your  handwriting:  ''Paid  C.  Wendell  commission  on 
account  of  cow  bill,  1 1,057  00  /'  do  you  recollect  anything  about  that 
matter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  There  is  a  further  entry  :  "Paid  C.  Wendell  allowance 
on  account  of  bilJ  for  Japan  expedition  ten  per  cent  "  Do  you 
remember  anything  about  that  matter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  There  is  on  the  same  page  a  similar  entry  of  25  per 
cent,  bavins:  been  previously  \tritten  and  erased,  and  then  the  sura 
of  $294  72  is  added,  and  below  is  written  :  '*  Received  of  C. 
Wendell  cash  for  draft  as  above,  $843."  Beneath  is  written  '^  25  per 
cent.,"  and  with  an  extension  of  $2,017  50;  and  then  is  written 
'*  credited  in  full  to  the  United  States  for  cow  plates,  $2,57G."  Do 
you  recollect  anything  about  those  matters  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.    Then  you  do  not  recollect  ? 

Answer.  My  memory  is  not  very  good  ;  I  do  not  recollect ;  if  I 
did,  I  would  of  course  testify. 
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Qaestion.  If  you  made  the  entries  of  your  own  volition  and 
knowledge  of  the  books,  without  any  instructions  from  Mr.  Sinclair, 
how  did  you  come  to  make  that  entry  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever  made  such  an  entry.  The 
account  is  partly  in  the  handwriting  of  young  Sinclair,  who  succeeded 
me. 

Question,  (by*  Mr.  Covode.)  You  stated  at  the  commencement  that 
you  kept  the  entire  accounts? 

Answer.   I  did  until  I  gave  them  over  to  the  son  of  Mr.  Sinclair. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  When  did  you  give  them  over  to 
the  son  ? 

Answer.  In  September  or  October,  1857.  I  gave  them  overfally 
to  him  just  about  a  year  ago  this  time. 

Question.    Had  you  charge  of  the  books  entirely  in  1856  ? 

Answer.    Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  make  the  entries  in  connexion  with  thcwe 
plates  ? 

Answer.    Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  any  entry  in  reference  to  the  cow  bill  was  made  in 
your  handwriting? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  Then  this  entry,  which  expressly  says  *'  paid  C.  WendcU 
commissions,  on  account  of  cow  bill,  $1,057  60,"  must  have  been 
made  in  your  handwriting? 

Answer.    Most  likely. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  it  was  that  25  per  cent,  was  deducted 
by  0.  Wendell  out  of  any  bills  sent? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  I  do  not  recollect  of  any  such  amount  being 
paid  or  charged  ? 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  of  having  any  conversatiou  with  Mr. 
Sinclair  upon  the  subject  of  such  a  discount? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Then  how  did  you  come  to  make  such  an  entry  upon 
the  books  of  Sinclair  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.    Do  you  recollect  what  the  cow  bill  amounted  tol* 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  $11,520.  It  was  charged  at  the  rate  of  $50 
a  thousand  sheets. 

Question.    Do  you  recollect  how  many  there  were  ? 

Answer.  There  generally  were  of  such  work  11,520  copies  for  the 
Senate,  and  12,400  for  the  House. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  I  discover  in  that  account  many  altera- 
tions and  ifiterlineitions.  Were  those  made  by  you  or  by  some 
other  persons  ? 

Answer.  They  were  made  by  me,  and  they  arose  from  the  difficulty 
I  had  in  getting  the  net  amount  of  work  from  the  House  and  Senate. 
The  two  accounts  had  first  to  be  kept  separate,  and  then  I  had  to  ruu  , 
them  all  together.     Sometimes  we  got  the  money  from  the  Senate 
quicker  then  we  did  from  the  House.  ' 

Question.  I  ask  you  whether  some  of  those  alterations  were  not 
made  in  order  to  make  the  book  balance  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  recollect  of  two  pencilings  in  one  account  made 
in  order  to  balance  that  account,  for  I  could  not  balance  it. 

Question.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  did  not  fully  comprehend 
that  account  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  understand  it. 

Question.  Can  you  give  us  any  satisfactory  reason  why  it  was  that 
in  the  accounts  in  your  books  against  the  government  there  were  so 
nany  alterations,  while  other  accounts  in  the  same  book  appear  to  be 
perfectly  plain  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  whether  the  amounts 
charged  in  the  books  of  Sinclair  &  Co,  to  the  government  were  always 
received  in  full  by  Sinclair  &  Co.  from  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  that  is,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Sinclair  &  Co.  ever  received  more 
than  their  bills  amounted  to? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  the  whole  amount  of  work  done  by  Sinclair  &  Co. 
for  the  government  charged  in  the  books  kept  by  you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  when  you  received  money  from  the  government  you 
credited  the  government  with  the  amount  received  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Then  you  are  certain  you  did  not  receive  more  from  the 
government  than  the  books  showed  was  due  from  the  government? 

Answer.  I  am  not  aware  that  anything  was  received  as  overplus. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that,  during  the  time  you  were  book-keeper 
for  Sinclair  &  Co.,  amounts  of  money  were  sent  by  them  to  both  C. 
Wendell,  of  this  city,  and  George  8.  Gideon,  as  commission  for  ser- 
vices, independent  ot  discounts? 

Answer.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  sucb  occurrence. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  percentage  paid  to  Wendell  on  the 
work  done  on  the  Pacific  Railroad  report? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  per  centage  paid  to  Wendell  on  the 
work  done  on  the  Japan  Expedition  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  of  having  made  an  entry  upon  your 
books  allowing  to  Mr.  Wendell  ten  per  cent,  on  the  bill  of  work  on 
the  Japan  Expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Horatio  C.  Howard  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with 
any  one  in  relation  to  the  testimony  which  you  are  to  give  to-day  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Question.  With  whom? 
Answer.  With  Mr.  Bourquin. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Duval  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
Question.  Please  state  the  conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Duval. 
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Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  I  can  do  that  exactly.  I  had  a  conver- 
sation with  him  yesterday.  He  told  me  that  he  had  stated  before  the 
committee  that  the  books  of  the  firm  of  P.  S.  Duval  &  Co.  had  been 
destroyed  by  fire,  and  that  he  was  not  aware  that  certain  books  ta 
which  I  referred  had  been  saved.  I  told  him  I  knew  some  of  the 
books  had  been  destroyed  by  fire,  but  that  others  had  been  saved  ; 
that  the  most  important  books,  excepting  one  book  of  original  entries 
which  has  not  been  found  or  seen  since  the  fire,  were  saved. 

Question.  Was  that  book  of  importance  ? 

Answer.  It  was  an  important  book. 

Question.  Of  what  date  was  it  ? 

Answer.  Its  entries  ran  through  1854  and  1855. 

Question.  Had  you  any  further  conversation  with  him  upon  the 
subject  ? 

Answer.  He  also  stated  that  Mr.  Seaman's  afiuirs  were  brought 
forward  before  the  committee,  and  that  he  had  stated  that  no  money 
had  been  paid  to  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Did  he  make  any  suggestion  to  you  in 
relation  to  your  testimouy,  or  caution  you  about  what  you  would 
testify  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  the  conversation  stop  there? 

Answer.  So  far  as  that  matter  is  concerned  it  did. 

Question.  Had  you  made  any  postings  from  tnat  book  which  you 
say  was  lost? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  the  book  into  which  you  made  those  postings  saved  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  those  books  been  brought  before  the  committee  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Then  you  say  that  the  entries  in  the  original  book  which 
was  lost  have  been  posted,  and  that  book  is  in  the  possession  of  the 
firm  of  Duval  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   What  is  that  book  ? 

Answer.  It  is  one  of  the  ledgers  of  Duval  &  Co. 

Question.  Had  you  any  conversation  at  any  time,  after  that  fire, 
with  Mr.  Bourquin? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  tell  him  what  books  had  been  destroyed  by  the 
fire? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  told  him  that  some  of  them  had  been  de- 
stroyed. 

Question.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  telling  him  what  particular 
books  had  been  destroyed  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  tho  Chairman.)  Do  you  not  recollect  of  telling  him 
that  one  small  blotting  book  had  been  destroyed,  which  was  of  no 
particular  importance? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  told  him  that  some  books  had  been  destroyed. 
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and  I  think  I  did  say  that  they  were  of  no  particular  importance ;  but 
I  found  afterwards  that  this  one  was  important. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Then,  if  this  book  which  was  destroyed 
was  posted  into  another  book  would  its  destruction  be  of  any  im- 
portance ;  would  not  this  book  into  which  the  posting  was  made, 
enable  Duval  &  Co.  to  explain  his  business  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  certainly. 

Queption.  Was  Duval  in  the  habit  of  examining  his  books? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  think  he  knows  anything  about  them. 
He  never,  to  my  knowledge,  examines  them.  It  is  a  matter  which  is 
confided  to  my  care  almost  exclusively. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Was  he  in  a  position  to  know  what 
books  were  saved  from  the  fire  ? 

Answer.  I  can  hardly  answer  that  question.  We  never  had  any 
conversation  about  that  matter.  The  books  were  taken  from  the  fire 
by  different  parties  and  stored  away  in  his  house,  and  afterwards 
brought  down  to  the  office. 

Question.  About  what  quantity  of  books  were  saved  ? 

Answer,  I  suppose  there  were  eight  or  ten  large  books. 

Question.  Has  Duval  ever  had  occasion  to  refer  to  those  books  since 
the  fire  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  has. 

Question.  Has  he  been  where  he  could  see  the  books  since  the  fire? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question',  (by  Mr.  Harriet.)  Could  he  have  been  ignorant  of  the  fact 
that  those  books  had  been  saved  from  the  fire  ? 

Answer.  I  suppose  not,  if  he  had  looked  at  them.  They  were  always 
there.  It  is  true  they  were  stowed  one  side,  but  still  they  were  left 
open. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  refer- 
ring to  those  books  since  the  fire  ? 

Answer.  Frequently. 

Question.  When  did  that  fire  take  place? 

Answer.  In  April,  1856. 

Question.  Were  you  generally  advised  about  the  entries  which  were 
made,  or  directed  what  entries  to  make  in  the  books  ? 

Answer.  In  some  particular  instances  I  was. 

Question.  Were  you  familiar  with  the  entries  concerning  the  gov- 
ernment contracts  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  kept  these  entries  as  the  transactions  occurred  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Were  there  any  commissions  paid  to  parties  in  connexion 
with  these  contracts  ? 

Answer.  There  were  moneys  paid  to  parties. 

Question.  To  whom? 

Answer.  To  Harry  Connelly. 

Question.  To  whom  else? 

Auswer.  To  Mr.  John  Casein,  of  Philadelphia. 

Question.  Do  you  know  his  place  of  business  ? 
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Answer.  I  know  he  is  in  business,  but   I  do   not   know  exactlj 
where. 

Question.  Where  is  Connelly  engaged  in  business? 
Answer.  At  the  corner  of  Chestnut  and  Seventh   streets,  Phila- 
delphia. 

Question.  What  is  his  business? 

Answer.  The  wine  and  liquor  business. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  what  per  centage  was  paid  to  Connellj? 

Answer.  There  was  no  regular  per  centage,  that  I  know  of,  paid. 
There  were  certain  amounts,  but  whether  there  ever  was  any  under- 
standing in  regard  to  what  rate  of  per  centage,  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  About  what  per  centage  was  paid  ? 

Answer.  I  should  suppose  about  20  per  cent,  upon  the  amounta  of 
the  contracts. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  per  centage  was  paid  to  other 
parties,  besides  Connelly  and  Cassin? 

Answer.  There  was  a  note  given  to  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  note  ? 

Answer.  $1,500. 

Question.  What  was  it  given  for  ? 

Answer.  I  drew  the  note,  and  Mr.  Duval  told  me  at  the  time  thai 
it  was  loaned  to  Mr.  Seaman.  The  first  note  was  given  for  90  days, 
with  the  understanding  that  Mr.  Seaman  was  to  take  it  up.  He  did 
take  it  up.  After  chat  he  drew  upon  Duval,  and  Duval  accepted  the 
draft  for  the  same  amount. 

Question.  Was  that  paid  by  Duval  ? 

Answer.  It  was,  eventually.  I  let  the  matter  stand  open  as  a  loan 
to  Mr.  Seaman  for  a  time.  Of  course,  I  had  finally  to  ascertain  to 
what  account  that  $1,500  was  to  go,  and  Mr.  Duval  directed  me  to 
charge  it  to  the  printing  account. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Duval  say  he  had  given  that  amount  of  monej 
to  Mr.  Seaman  in  consideration  of  any  contract  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  He  said  to  me  that  Mr.  Seaman  had  borroired 
that  note,  but  he  did  not  suppose  it  would  ever  be  paid  ;  and  conse 
quently,  as  he  had  a  partner,  it  must  of  course  go  in  as  a  part  of  the 
expenses  of  government  work. 

Question.  But  the  note  was  paid? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  But  then  he  afterwards  drew  for  the  same  amount? 

Answer.  In  fact  the  note  was  renewed  from  time  to  time. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  But  eventually  Duval  paid  it  and  di- 
rected you  to  charge  it  to  printing  account,  as  part  of  the  expeniesof 
the  business  connected  with  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  was  the  date  of  the  note? 

Answer.  The  first  note  was  given  on  the  26th  of  September,  1855. 

Question.  When  was  it  finally  charged  to  the  account  of  printing? 

Answer.  Between  that  time  and  January,  1856. 

Question.  Was  that  the  only  money  or  consideration  paid  to  Mr. 
Seaman? 
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Answer.  That  is  tlie  only  amount  I  know  of  as  being  so  paid,  and 
it  is  the  only  amount  which  appears  upon  the  books.^ 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Do  you  know  of  anything  paid  outside 
of  the  books  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Duval 
agreed  to  pay  Mr,  Seaman  a  per  centage  upon  the  last  contract  for 
engraving? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Duval  upon 
that  subject  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  no,  so  far  as  Mr.  Seaman  was  concerned. 

Question.  What  was  the  last  large  contract  for  engraving  which 
Duval  took  from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  engravings  for  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  of  that  contract? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell  without  consulting  the  books. 

Question.  Did  the  amount  of  work  done  for  the  Pacific  Railroad 
Report  equal  1 1*7,000  or  upwards? 

Answer.  I  should  suppose  so. 

Question.  Was  that  the  last  contract  of  any  considerable  amount 
you  had  from  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  contract  to  pay  any 
one  any  per  centage  upon  that  job  of  work  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Has  not  Mr.  Duval  told  you  he  had  contracted  to  pay 
twenty  per  cent,  upon  that  work  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  He  told  me  that  he  calculated  that  the  govern- 
ment work  cost  him  about  twenty  per  cent. 

Question.  Did  he  state  that  this  expense  was  for  getting  the 
contracts? 

Answer.  Well,  he  said  there  was  no  other  way  of  getting  contracts 
except  paying  for  them,  and  t';at  they  cost  about  twenty  per  cent. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  Connelly  or 
John  Cassin  about  this  matter  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  been  present  at  any  time  when  they  have  been 
arranging  for  work  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Duval  ever  paid  any  per  centage 
to  parties  residing  in  the  city  of  Washington? 

Answer.  I  know  that  money  was  sent  down  here,  but  there  was  nxy 
explanation  given  to  me  except  that  it  was  to  be  charged  to  printing. 

Question.  Who  did  it  go  to? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Did  you  send  it  direct? 

Answer.  I  did  not  send  it.  I  drew  the  check  and  handed  it  to  Mr.. 
Duval. 

Question.  Have  you  any  memorandum  of  the  amount? 

18  s 
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Answer.  No,  sir;  only  in  the  cash-book,  and  that  I  have  not  with 
me. 

Question.  About  how  much  was  sent  at  different  times? 

Answer.  |500  was  the  only  amount  I  know  of  that  was  sent  to 
Washington  from  the  office. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  sum  of  money  was  sent  to  C. 
Wendell,  of  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  There  is  nothing  in  the  books  to 
show  that. 

Question.  To  whom  was  the  per  centage  on  the  work  for  the  Pacific 
Railroad  Report,  to  which  you  just  referred,  paid  ? 

Answer.  To  my  knowledge  there  was  no  money  paid  separately  on 
the  work  done  for  that  report. 

Question.  Has  there  been  any  sum  or  per  centage  paid  since  that 
work  was  done  ? 

A  nswer.  Not  that  has  come  to  my  knowledge.  There  has  none  been 
paid  since  the  fire  beyond  the  $500  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Then  you  do  not  know  to  whom  the  per  centage  was  paid 
for  that  particular  job  of  work  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.    A  hat  would  20  per  cent,  upon  that  work  amount  to? 

Answer.  About  $3,500. 

Question.  Have  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  the  amount  paid  to 
Mr.  Seaman  was  20  per  cent,  upon  that  particular  contract  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  think  it  had  any  reference  to  the  Pacific 
Railroad  Report. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  CJovode.)  That  was  paid  to  Mr.  Seaman  loDg 
before  the  doing  of  this  last  meutioned  work,  was  it  not? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Has  Mr.  Seaman  received,  to  jour 
knowledge,  any  further  sum  Irom  the  house  of  Duval  &  Co.? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  How  does  it  happen  that  this  20  per 
cent,  paid  upon  the  work  for  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report  was  nut 
entered  upon  your  books  ? 

Answer.  I  caonot  tell. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  any  directions  from  Mr.  Duval  either  as 
to  how  the  entry  was  to  be  made,  or  that  no  entry  was  to  be  made? 

Answer.  I  think  not  in  refi?rence  to  that  particular  contract. 

Question.  Was  that  20  per  cent,  deducted  in  any  way  from  the 
amount  received  from  the  government  for  the  woik  on  that  TaciSc 
Railroad  Report? 

Answer.  Not  as  a  per  centage. 

Question.  In  what  way  was  it  deducted? 

Answer.  The  only  way  I  can  answer  that  question  is  to  take 
the  accounts  through  from  1854  to  1857,  and  bhow  that  there  hasbetn 
a  certain  amount  paid  to  certain  parties. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  entry  of  that  particular  percentage 
upon  that  work? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
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Qaeetion,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Was  it  your  custom  to  charge  to  print- 
ing all  such  payments  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  they  had  to  go  into  that  account  as  a  portion  of 
the  expenses. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Did  you  charge  any  part  of  it  to  wages 
account,  or  to  profit  and  loss  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  it  was  all  charged  to  the  printing  account. 

Question.  What  is  Mr.  Duval's  christian  name? 

Answer.  Peter  S. 

Wednesday,  February  16,  1859. 
G.  W.  Aknold  sworn  : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  Commission  and  importing  business  of  brandy,  wines,  and 
liquors. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  been  engaged  in  the  book-binding  business? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  Did  you  do  some  work  for  Congress,  or  for  the  govern- 
ment? 

Answer.  I  did 

Question.  Under  whose  superintendency  of  the  public  printing  ? 

Answer.  First  under  that  of  Mr.  Towers,  then  under  that  of  Mr. 
Seaman,  and  perhaps  a  little  under  General  Bowman. 

Question.  Did  you  have  an  unsettled  account  for  paper  furnished 
for  waste  leaves  at  the  time  Mr.  Seaman  left  the  office  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Will  you  state  how  your  account  stood,  and  what  was 
your  impression  of  that  account? 

Answer.  I  shall  have  to  state  it  somewhat  in  length,  in  order  to 
make  myself  understood.  I  kept  no  books  myself  at  all ;  the  account 
for  waste  paper  was  kept  on  a  memorandum  by  my  foreman  ;  when- 
ever he  wanted  paper  for  waste  leaves,  he  would  go  to  Mr.  Seaman 
and  get  whatever  he  wanted ;  when  the  amount  had  become  enough 
to  make  it  desirable  to  have  a  settlement,  Mr.  Seaman  would  present 
the  bills  to  me  ;  I  sent  them  to  my  foreman  to  examine,  and  if  the 
amount  corresponded  with  the  paper  shown  by  his  memorandum  I 
paid  the  bills  as  rendered.  The  bill  of  which  you  speak,  which  was 
unsettled  when  Mr.  Seaman  went  out  of  office,  my  impression  was, 
and  still  is,  that  I  paid  it  twice  ;  I  am  not  certain  about  it,  however, 
nor  can  I  tell  certainly  without  going  through  a  very  thorough  exam- 
ination of  the  books  of  the  Superintendent's  office  ;  I  paid  a  bill  of 
about  the  same  amount  some  six  weeks  previously,  and  how  I  could 
have  uaed  $2,4l  0  worth  of  paper  in  some  three  or  four  months  I 
cannot  imagine ;  my  impression  is  that  bill  has  been  paid  in  that 
other  bill. 

Question.  Paid  to  whom? 

Answer.  Paid  to  Mr.  Seaman.  But  I  was  informed  by  one  of  the 
clerks  under  the  present  Superintendent  that  it  had  not  been  crossed 
oflf. 
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Question.  What  took  place  at  the  time  year  attention  was  firit 
railed  to  the  fact  that  the  bill  was  still  standing  against  yon  in  the 
Superintendent's  office  by  Dr.  Quail,  in  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  My  attention  had  been  called  to  it  previously.  My  atten- 
tion was  first  called  to  the  matter  by  Mr.  Jewett,  either  subsequent  to 
or  preceding  the  time  when  Mr.  Seaman  went  out  of  office,  and  per- 
haps both.  At  that  time  I  told  him  I  thought  it  h^  been  paid. 
,  When  spoken  to  on  the  subject  by  Mr.  Jewett  or  by  Dr.  Quail— lam 
not  certain  which — I  think  I  told  General  Bowman  I  thought  it  bad 
been  paid.  But  I  remarked  that  I  had  loaned  Mr.  Seaman  some 
money  which  I  wanted  to  make  out  of  this  bill. 

Question.  Did  you  not  state  that  you  had  loaned  Mr.  Seaman  monej 
to  about  the  amount  of  this  bill,  and  that  you  told  Mr.  Seaman,  at  the 
time  the  loan  was  made,  you  would  not  give  him  the  amount  unless  it 
could  be  credited  on  this  bill? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  not  state  that  to  Dr.  Quail? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  stating  to  Dr.  Quail  anything  about  it. 

Question.  Did  you  not  state  it  to  parties  in  the  Superintendent's 
office? 

Answer.  I  had  a  conversation  on  the  subject  in  the  Superinteodent's 
office,  hut  I  did  not  make  that  statement,  or  if  I  did  make  it,  it  wm 
wrong.  I  did  state  that  I  bad  loaned  Mr.  Seaman  about  that  sum  of 
money,  and  that  I  wanted  him  to  pay  the  bill. 

Question.  Has  he  since  paid  the  bill  yon  held  against  him? 

Answer.  He  has  not  paid  it  in  full;  he  has  paid,  I  think,  |200oDit. 

Question.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Jewett  the  first  time  you  had  a  cooTer- 
sation  with  nim  on  the  subject  that  you  bad  liquidated  the  aecoaotiD 
that  way  ? 

Answer.  I  told  him  at  first  that  it  had  been  paid;  then  when  he 
came  back,  which  I  think  he  did  to  see  me  in  relation  to  the  matter,  I 
told  him  there  was  an  account  between  Mr.  Seaman  and  myself. 

Question  Did  you  tell  Dr.  Quail,  at  the  time  you  met  bim  in 
Philadelphia,  that  the  bill  had  been  paid,  and  you  owed  nothing  to 
the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  I  think  very  likely  I  did,  for  I  think  still  that  the  Inll  had 
been  paid,  and  that  it  has  now  been  paid  twice. 

Question.  Then  when  you  came  on  here  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
the  matter  did  you  not  state  in  the  Superintendent's  office  that  erery- 
thinf^  had  been  paid  by  a  loan  which  you  had  made  to  Mr.  SeamiDf 
and  which  you  refused  to  make  unless  he  would  place  it  to  your  credit 
on  this  account  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  positively  state  that  I  did  or  not ;  I  do  not  think 
I  did.  1  know  I  was  very  angry  in  my  conversation  there,  because  I 
thought  it  had  been  paid.  Mr.  Seaman  owed  me  some  money,  which 
I  wanted  him  to  pay,  and  which  I  had  expected  he  would  pay.  I 
stated  certainly  that  I  thought  the  bill  had  been  paid,  though  it  had 
not  been  marked  off  on  their  books. 

Question.  Did  you  expect,  when  you  loaned  that  money,  that  it 
would  be  applied  by  Mr.  Seaman  to  the  settlement  of  this  account? 

Answer.  Not  at  first ;  I  expected  that  he  would  return  me  tht 
money.     Indeed^  there  was  no  understanding  between  Mr.  Seaman 
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and  myself  that  it  was  to  be  applied  to  that  account  at  all.  But  it 
was  so  long  ago  that  I  cannot  recollect  precisely  what  occurred  be- 
tween us  at  the  time  I  loaned  him  the  money. 

Question.  Have  you  any  recollection  at  all  that  you  refused  to  let 
him  have  the  money  unless  he  would  credit  it  to  this  account  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  recollect  anything  of  that  kind. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  any  other  sums  of  money  to  Mr. 
Seaman  during  his  superintendency? 

Answer,  Never,  excepting  these  two  sums,  amounting  in  the  aggre- 
gate to  a  little  over  a  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  Was  that  about  the  amount  of  your  indebtedness  to  the 
government  for  paper  furnished  to  the  g07ernment  for  waste  leaves? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  so. 

Question,  Do  you  know  of  any  other  person,  a  contractor  for  the 
government  for  paper,  or  who  was  doing  work  for  the  government  as 
an  engraver,  lithographer,  or  binder,  who  has  paid  to  Mr.  Seaman^ 
eit  er  directly  or  indirectly,  or  to  any  other  person,  believing  it  to  be 
for  his  beoefit,  any  money  or  other  valuable  consideration  ? 

Answer.  1  do  not  know  of  any.  I  have  never  myself  had  any  money 
transactions  with  Mr.  Seaman  except  those  I  have  mentioned. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  particular  person  who  has 
paid  Mr.  Seaman  any  consideration  for  any  contract,  or  for  any  favor 
of  an  official  character  during  his  continuance  in  office? 

Answer.  Nothing  more  than  street  talk  or  general  talk.  If  I  have 
ever  heard  of  any  such  a  case  at  all,  it  was  in  reference  to  George 
Hill,  jr.  He  was  a  bidder  for  a  paper  contract,  which  he  did  not  receive, 
and  I  think  he  stated  that  Mr.  Seaman  must  have  been  paid  for  the 
contract  which  had  been  awarded,  for  he  (Mr.  Hill)  had  proposed  to 
furnish  a  much  superior  article  at  a  lower  price. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  that  contract  was  awarded  to? 

Answer.  A  portion  was  to  a  person  in  Philadelphia,  I  think,  and 
another  portion  to  a  peison  in  Boston.  I  will  state,  however,  that  I 
have  never  paid  any  attention  to  the  paper  contracts  at  all. 

Question.  What  year  was  that  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  the  year  previous  to  Mr.  Seaman's  going 
out  of  office.  It  must  have  been  the  contract  awarded  for  the  first 
session  of  the  last  Congress. 

Question.  Where  does  Mr.  Hill  live? 

Answer.  I  think  his  residence  is  in  Georgetown.  His  office  is  on 
Louisiana  avenue,  just  below  10th  street,  in  this  city.  I  have  heard 
him  several  times  talk  about  it,  but  it  was  all  general  talk. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  any  other  contractor,  either  for  work 
or  material,  say  he  had  paid,  or  that  he  had  reason  to  believe  any 
other  contractor  had  paid,  for  such  favors  from  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  never  in  that  shape. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  contractor  for  the  government  during 
Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  for  paper,  or  for  engraving,  or  litho- 
graphing, or  binding,  who  has  paid  anything  forsuch  contracts  to  Mr. 
Wendell  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anything  else  that  it  is  proper  for  this 
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committee  to  know,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion  in  this 
investigation? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  of  anything,  and  for  the  reason,  particu- 
larly, that  Mr.  Seaman  and  1  were  not  intimate.  I  thought  he  was 
trying  to  deceive  me  pretty  hard,  and  that  he  did  not  give  me  a  fair 
chance.  We  never  were  intimate  at  all.  I  saw  but  little  of  him 
except  in  the  transaction  of  business.  His  position  was  such  that  I 
could  not  quarrel  with  him. 

Question.  Did  he  give  you  any  particular  trouble  in  the  traDsactioo 
of  your  business  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  that  I  can  mention  particularly  ;  I  did  some- 
times think  that  he  did  not  give  me  my  books  as  fast  as  he  ought  to, 
or  as  rapidly  as  he  did  others  ;  but  I  may  have  been  wrong  ;  I  may 
have  done  him  injustice. 

Question.  What  object  had  he  in  not  giving  you  your  books  as 
rapidly  as  he  did  others  ? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  tell. 

Question.  Had  you  given  him  any  reason  for  pursuing  that  course 
to  you? 

Answer.  Not  at  all. 

Question.  Did  any  person  ever  intimate  to  you  that  if  you  wonid 
pursue  a  different  course  with  him  he  would  pursue  a  different  course 
towards  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  if  you  had  offered 
any  moneyed  consideration  to  him  it  would  have  induced  a  more  liberal 
course  towards  you? 

Answer.  I  hardly  know  whether  to  answer  that  question  yes  or 
no  ;  I  was  not  so  induced  to  believe,  nor  do  I  know  that  such  would 
have  been  the  fact. 

Question.  What  was  your  belief? 

Answer.  It  was  scarcely  anything  ;  I  was  like  many  other  people, 
perhaps,  who,  because  other  people  got  alo  i  ii  a  little  better  than  tber 
did,  thought  it  must  have  cost  them  something.  I  do  not  know  as  I 
have  any  reason  ibr  making  the  remark,  but  I  sometimes  thought 
that  if  I  had  done  a  little  differently,  if  I  had  offered  some  consider- 
ation, I  might  have  got  along  a  little  better. 

I  do  not  think  I  have  anything  else  I  can  communicate  to  the  com- 
mittee which  it  would  be  important  for  them  to  know. 
Horatio  C.  Howard  recalled. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  received  the  boi»k8  which 
the  committee  yesterday  requested  you  to  procure  from  P.  8.  DuvJ 
&Sons?' 

Answer.  I  have,  and  have  them  with  me. 

Question.  Will  you  turn  to  the  entries  of  payments  made  as  com- 
missions on  account  of  procuring  contracts  for  engraving? 

Answer.  The  first  I  turn  to  is  under  date  of  July  11,  1855. 

Question.  What  is  the  amount? 

Answer.  |500. 

Question.  To  whom  was  it  paid  ? 

Answer.  It  was  paid  to  Mr.  Connelly. 
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QuestioD.  What  was  it  paid  for  ? 

Answer.  For  a  contract  he  secured  for  them,  I  suppose.  I  do  not 
know  anything:  more  about  it  than  what  appears  in  the  entry. 

Question.  Was  it  a  contract  for  work  secured  from  the  government? 

Answer.  It  would  be,  perhaps,  well  enough  for  me  to  explain  that 
until  these  entries  were  made  in  the  book  I  was  never  made  aware  of 
any  of  these  outside  transactions,  how  the  contracts  were  secured,  or 
anything  about  it.  Mr.  Duval  had  that  matter  entirely  under  his 
own  charge.  I  was  never  asked  any  questions  about  it;  but  when  the 
entry  came  to  be  made  I  was  told  to  charge  the  amount  to  the  account 
of  printing  expenses. 

Question.  Will  you  turn  to  the  next  account? 

Answer.  It  is  August  8,  1855,  and  there  is  an  entry  which  will 
conflict,  perhaps,  with  my  testimony  yesterday.  I  stated  then  that  I 
did  not  know  of  any  moneys  having  been  paid  Mr.  Seaman  by  the 
firm  before  this  note.  By  reference  to  the  book  I  see  that  $500  was 
paid  to  him  on  the  8th  of  August,  1855. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  that  amDunt  was  paid  to  Mr.  Seaman 
for? 

Answer.  The  account  is  charged  to  the  expenses  of  work  done  on 
Gilliss'  Report,  which  is  all  I  know  in  relation  to  it. 

Question.  Will  you  have  the  kindness  to  turn  to  the  next  entry 
for  procuring  contracts? 

Question.  The  next  entry  is  under  date  of  September  20,  1855. 

Question.  How  much  ? 

Answer.  |500. 

Question.  To  whom  was  it  paid  ? 

Answer.  It  was  paid  to  Mr.  Connelly,  on  account  of  government 
work.     There  is  no  explanation  of  particulars  about  it. 

Question.  Will  you  please  turn  to  the  next  account. 

Answer.  On  the  20th  of  October,  1855,  there  was  a  note  paid  which 
had  been  originally  charged  to  printing  account  when  it  was  given. 
It  was  for  $184  24,  and  was  paid  on  the  20th  of  October. 

Question.  To  whom  was  it  paid? 

Answer.  It  was  drawn  in  favor  of  John  Cassin. 

Question.  Was  that  for  the  same  kind  of  service? 

Answer.  It  was  on  account  of  government  work.  I  presume  it  was 
on  account  of  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report.  I  will  state  that  as  far  as 
the  $1,500  note  to  Mr.  Seaman  was  concerned,  I  presume  it  has  been 
settled.  It  was  renewed  on  the  28th  of  December  by  an  accepted  draft 
at  sixty  days. 

Question,  'i'hat  was  the  note  before  spoken  of,  drawn  in  favor  of  A. 
G.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  It  was  paid  on  the  28th  of  December  and  re- 
newed. 

Question.  Then  who  paid  that  renewal  ? 

Answer.  It  was  not  paid  at  this  time.  It  was  renewed  and  renewed 
again,  and  then  it  seems  to  have  been  lost  sight  of,  to  have  been  taken 
out  and  charged  to  the  private  account  of  P.  S.  Duval  until  the  whole 
amount  was  finally  paid.     On  February  10,  1857,  |616  80  was  paid 
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on  the  note ;  the  interest  here  seems  to  have  been  added.  On  the 
of  16th  June,  1857,  the  note  was  paid  in  fnll. 

Question.  By  whom? 

Answer.  By  the  firm. 

Question.  Was  the  note  of  $1,600,  or  that  amount^  finally  paid  to 
A.  G.  Seaman  by  Duval  &  Co.? 

Answer.  I  answer  that  the  note  was  paid  in  bank. 

Question.  Was  the  amount  charged  to  the  printing  account? 

Anbwer.  It  was. 

Question.  Then  the  firm  of  Duval  &  Co.  paid,  in  consideration  of 
contracts  from  the  government,  $1,600  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Who  derived  the  benefit  of  that  payment  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  received  the  money,  or  rather,  I  should  say, 
I  drew  the  note  in  favor  of  A.  G.  Seaman;  and  that  is  all  I  know 
about  it. 

Question.  What  did  Mr.  Duval  say  about  the  note  when  it  was 
given  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Duval  did  not  say  a  word  to  me  about  it,  as  near  asl 
recollect.  He  asked  me  to  draw  a  note  in  favor  of  Mr.  Seaman,  and 
I  drew  a  note. 

Question.  Did  he  tell  you  to  charge  it  to  the  printing  account? 

Answer.  Afterwards  he  did;  I  asked  him,  in  fact,  what  disposition 
was  to  be  made  of  the  note.  He  answered  that  he  did  not  suppose 
the  amount  would  be  repaid,  and  it  must  therefore  be  charged  to  ex- 
penses on  government  work. 

Question.  Will  you  please  turn  to  the  next  account  on  your  book 
of  money  paid  for  contracts  from  government? 

Answer.  The  next  entry  is  March  18,  1856:  Note  paid  in  favor  of 
John  Gas-sin,  $166  80,  charged  to  printing  account. 

Question.  Was  that  amount  paid  for  same  purpose? 

Answer.  I  have  given  you  the  entry  in  the  book,  and  I  cannot  ex- 
plain it  any  further  than  it  explains  itself. 

Question.  What  is  the  next  entry? 

Answer.  February  20, 1857,  there  is  charged,  amount  sent  to  Wash- 
ington, $500  to  printing  account. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  that  was  sent  to? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  anything  at  all  about  it  any  further  than 
is  explained  by  the  entry.     I  was  never  told  anything  at  all  about  it. 

Question.  Is  it  charged  the  same  as  other  accounts  ? 

Answer.  It  is  charged  to  printing. 

Question.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  money  was  paid  for  the  same 
object  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was,  but  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  positively 
that  such  was  the  case. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  books  Mr.  Duval  brought  with  him 
when  he  came  on  to  testify  before  the  committee? 

Answer.  I  gave  him  the  cash-book  of  P.  S.  Duval  &  Sons,  oom- 
znencing  January  1,  1857,  and  the  ledger  commencing  at  the  same 
time  and  running  up  to  this  date. 
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Question.  Have  you  given  us  all  the  amounts  paid  for  contracts 
eith  the  government  which  appear  in  the  books  of  Duval  &  Co.? 

Answer.  On  the  24th  March,  1855, 1  find  charged  to  printing,  paid 
I.  Connelly,  |350;  December  23,  1854,  charged  to  printing,  H. 
/onnelly,  on  Gibbon,  $350. 

Question.  Were  these  sums  for  the  same  service  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  for  government  work;  I  made  these  entries  in 
his  way  merely  as  matter  of  reference;  the  next  entry  is  November 
7,  1854,  paid  H.  Connelly  on  account,  on  Gibbon,  |150;  on  the  4th 
lovember,  1854,  paid  H.  Connelly,  on  account  of  Gibbon,  $200;  on 
)ctober  20,  1854,  there  is  another  entry  which  would  seem  to  conflict 
7iih  my  testimony  yesterday,  and  which  I  would  like  to  correct;  ttie 
ntry  is:  Paid  Mr.  Seaman  $250,  on  account  of  Gibbon's  Report.  I  be- 
leve  I  stated  I  did  not  know  of  any  money  having  been  paid  to  Mr. 
leaman  prior  to  that  note;  I  had  really  forgotten  these  entries  until 
came  to  look  over  the  cash-book  again;  now  I  find  these  entries 
irhich  I  had  made  charged  against  him.  The  next  entry  is  October  6, 
854 :  Paid  H.  Connelly,  on  account  of  Gibbon  contract,  $500. 

Question.  At  what  date  was  that  set  of  books  closed  ? 

Answer.  After  the  fire;  they  were  closed  on  the  llth  April,  1856. 

Question.  Do  you  find  any  entries  since  June  6,  1857,  of  moneys 
)aid  for "fcon tracts  from  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  particular  contract  the  $1,500  paid  to  • 
If  r.  Seaman  was  on  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  what  work  it  was  for  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  must  have  been  the  Japan  and  Pacific  Railroad 
ieports;  that  is  my  recollection. 

Question.  You  stated  yesterday  that  Mr.  Duval  estima1.ed  the  ex- 
yense  of  getting  government  work  at  about  twenty  per  cent. ;  in  your 
lontracts  with  the  government  did  you  make  any  calculations  for  that 
amount  to  be  paid  out  of  moneys  to  be  received  from  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  did  you  charge  government  more  on  account  of  that 
)er  centage  than  you  would  have  done  otherwise  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  made  a  calculation,  then,  in  your  charges  for  the  pay- 
nent  of  about  that  per  centage  to  other  parties  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then,  by  reason  of  this  agency,  this  commission  &c.,  the 
:overnment  was  compelled  to  pay  you  about  twenty  per  cent,  more 
ban  you  could  have  done  the  work  for  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Connelly  and  Mr.  Seaman 
'^ere  intimate? 

Answer.  I  never  saw  them  together. 

Question.  Do  you  know  from  anything  you  have  heard  that  they 
«re? 

Answer.  From  what  I  have  heard  I  should  think  they  were. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  and  Mr.  Oassin  were 
intimate? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Was  it  the  opinion  of  your  firm  at  the  time  these  psr- 
roents  were  made  to  Mr.  Connelly  that  Mr.  Seaman  was  interested  Iq 
them? 

AuRwer.  I  really  do  not  know.  Mr.  Bourquin,  I  presume,  on(ler- 
stood  that  he  was. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Dutral  understood  that  he  was? 

Answer.  I  helieve  that  he  did. 

Question.  How  much  do  your  books  show  to  have  been  paid  directly 
to  Mr.  Seaman,  including  the  note  of  $1^600,  the  payment  of  which 
you  have  explained  ? 

Answer.  $2,250. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  that  is  all  that  has  been  paid  directly  to 
Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  That  is  all  I  know  of. 

Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  $500  sent  to  Wasbiogton 
on  the  20th  February,  1857  ? 

Answer.  I  know  it  was  sent,  but  to  whom  I  do  not  know.  I  wai 
requested  by  Mr.  Duval  to  draw  a  check  for  the  amount.  1  did  not 
send  it.  He  told  me  it  was  to  go  to  Washington,  and  that  I  wm  to 
charge  it  t^  the  printing  account.  That  is  all  the  knowledge  I  have 
in  reference  to  it. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  it  went  to  any  one 
person  more  than  another  ? 

Answer.  None  whatever. 

Question  Will  you  please  state  what  amount  your  books  show  to 
have  been  paid  to  H.  Connelly  on  account  of  contracts  with  the  gov- 
ernment? 

Answer    $2,550. 

Question.  What  amount  appears  to  have  been  paid  to  John  C^Q^ 

Answer.  $341  04. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  sum  or  sums  of  money  were 
sent  by  the  firm  of  P  8.  Duval  &  Co.,  or  by  Mr.  Duval,  to  C.  Wen- 
dell, of  Washington? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  the  firm  of  P.  S.  Duval  &  Co. 
had  any  transactions  with  Mr.  Wendell  or  not? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  they  had  transactions  with  him. 

Question.   What  transactions? 

Answer.  I  believe  there  is  nothing  in  the  books  showing  them? 

Question.   Have  you  any  account  with  Mr.  Wendell? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  transactions? 

Answer.  There  was  some  work  printed  and  delivered  to  him? 

Question.   Was  there  no  charge  made  for  them? 

Answer    No,  sir. 

Question.  About  what  amount  of  work? 

Answer.  About  $900,  I  think  ;  at  least  that  was  the  amount  I  ww 
to  account  for. 
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QaestioD.  Did  he  ever  pay  you  that  amount? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Would  you,  as  his  book-keeper,  have  been  likely  to  have 
known  it  if  it  had  been  paid  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  so. 

Question.  Why  was  no  account  kept  of  the  work? 

Answer.  1  always  understood  that  it  was  for  service  on  the  part  of 
Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  What  was  said  about  it  by  the  members  of  the  firm  at 
the  time? 

Answer.  The  work  was  printed,  and  when  it  was  sent  to  him  1  asked 
who  it  was  to  go  to  and  how  it  was  to  be  charged.  I  think  Mr.  Duval 
told  me  that  it  was  to  go  to  Mr.  Wendell,  and  that  no  charge  was  to 
be  made. 

Question.  What  work  was  that? 

Answer.  It  was  work  on  the  Japan  Expedition  ;   ten  plates. 

Question.  Was  it  for  Mr.  Wendell? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  private  work  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  believe  it  w«8. 

Question.   What  plates  were  they  ? 

Answer.  There  was  one  plate  not  in  most  of  the  government  edi- 
tions— the  bath  plate — and  ten  others,  which  I  cannot  describe 
precisely.     They  were  in  the  regular  government  editions,  however. 

Question.  This  work,  to  the  amount  of  $900,  was  done  for  C  Wen- 
dell, then,  for  which  nothing  was  charged  ;  did  you  do  any  other 
woik  for  Mr.  Wendell  under  the  same  or  similar  circumstances? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question.  Do  you  know. of  any  work  done  on  government  books 
under  similar  circumstances  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  there  has  never  been  any  such  thing  done  except 
in  the  case  I  have  mentioned,  to  my  knowl«Hlge. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  sura  or  sums  of  money  paid  to  any 
other  party  which  you  have  named — to  Mr.  Connelly,  Mr.  Cassin,  Mr. 
Wendell,  or  Mr.  Seaman — other  than  those  you  have  mentioned  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  do  not.  1  was  tryinjj  to  think  whether  there 
was  not  a  note  given  to  another  party  in  Philadelphia,  but  I  really 
cannot  recall  his  name. 

Question    Was  it  on  account  of  government  work  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  a  private  affair  altogether.  The  printing 
account  was  not  charged  with  it,  as  far  as  I  remember.  The  amount 
was  $500. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  circumstances  of  the  transaction  ? 

Answer.  I  recollect  drawing  the  note. 

Question    Was  it  on  account  of  government  contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so.     1  believe  the  name  was  C.  Carrigan. 

Question.  Was  that  note  afterwards  paid  ? 

Answer.  It  was  paid. 

Question.  That  has  been  how  long  since  ? 

Answer.  It  was  sometime  in  1856,  I  think. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  of  any  other  payment  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  recollect  of  any  other. 

Question.  Was  this  note  to  Carrigan  charged  in  the  nsual  way? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  was  charged  to  printing  account ;  I  think 
it  was  soroe  outside  matter.  I  understood  it  was  for  some  seryioe 
rendered  in  some  shape.  As  far  as  I  recollect,  however,  Mr.  Dn?al 
must  have  taken  it  on  his  private  account  altogether  ;  I  do  not  think 
the  firm  had  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  If  you  had  not  been  burnt  out  would 
you  not  have  had  to  pay  a  much  larger  sum  to  some  of  these  parties? 

Answer.  So  I  understood. 

Question.  Then  the  fire  saved  you  a  large  sum  of  money? 

Answer.  I  think  we  were  to  have  paid  Mr.  Connelly  a  larger  sum; 
I  do  not  know  of  any  other. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Will  you  state  what  appears  to  be 
the  gross  amount  of  money  paid  to  these  parties,  as  appears  upon  the 
books,  to  Mr.  Connelly,  Mr.  Seaman,  Mr.  Cassin,  the  amount  sent  to 
Washington  charged  to  no  particular  one,  the  sum  specified  by  yoa 
as  having  been  paid  to  Mr.  Carrigan,  and  the  work  done  for  Mr. 
Wendell,  for  which  no  charge  was  made? 

Answer.  It  would  be  $7,041  01. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  How  much  more  would  you  have  paid 
Mr.  Connelly  it*  the  fire  had  not  occurred? 

Answer.  I  thinlc  we  had  agreed  to  pay  him  $750  in  addition. 

Question.  What  per  cent,  did  your  house  pay  to  Mr.  Connelly? 

Answer.  Ten  per  cent.,  I  think. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  contract  existed  to  pay  Mr. 
Seaman  any  per  centage  for  work  obtained  from  his  office  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  heard  anything  of  the  kind. 

Question.  What  per  centage  appears  to  have  been  paid  to  him  upon 
the  works  on  which  commission  is  charged  to  him  ? 

Answer.  There  was  no  per  centage  agreed  upon  to  my  knowledge. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  of  any  other  engra?eT 
or  lithographer  who  has  had  similar  commissions,  or  who  has  paid 
Mr.  Seaman  any  money  or  valuable  consideration  upon  contracts  from 
the  government? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  of  any  such  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  such. 

Question.  Who  have  you  heard  of  in  that  connexion? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  Mr.  Sinclair;  I  think  I  have  heard  the 
firm  of  Wagner  &  McGuigan  spoken  of  in  that  connexion;  I  bare  no 
knowledge,  however,  about  either. 
^  Question.  Do  you  know  of  anything  else  which  it  is  proper  and 
right  for  this  committee  to  know  in  order  to  arrive  at  just  aod  prop*' 
conclusions  in  the  matter  before  them  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  of  any  importance,  I  think. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  em- 
ployment of  P.  S.  Duval  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  Since  February,  1849. 

Question.  Are  you  still  in  the  employ  of  Duval  &  Sons  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  Was  any  injunction  of  secrecy  ever  imposed  on  you  in 
relation  to  these  transactions  relative  to  government  work  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  anything  has  bc^n  paid  for  obtain- 
ing any  contract  from  the  government  for  Duval  &  Sons  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  there  has  been  any  arrangement 
made  with  any  person. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  there  has  been  any  money  paid  to 
any  agent,  or  to  any  other  person^  by  Duval  &  Sons,  lor  obtaining 
any  contract  from  the  government,  which  money  has  been  charged  to 
printing  account  or  to  any  other  account? 

Answer.  I  know  that  since  the  firm  of  Duval  &  Sons  has  been  in 
operation  money  has  been  charged  to  the  printing  account,  but 
whether  it  has  been  on  old  contracts  or  the  present  ones  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Who  has  it  been  paid  to? 

Answer.  I  only  know  of  $500  which  was  sent  to  Washington. 

Question.  Has  there  been  any  other  sums  of  money  paid  for  that 
purpose  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  CJoVode.)  Did  Mr.  Bourquin  ever  object  to  this 
per  centage  being  paid  for  obtaining  contracts? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  positively  that  he  objected ;  he  said  he  did 
not  like  it.  If  he  had  objected  positively,  of  course  I  should  not  have 
charged  it,  he  being  one  of  the  firm. 

Question.  Did  he  not  say  it  was  wrong,  and  that  he  was  opposed 
to  it  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  that  was  about  his  language,  as  near  as  I  can 
recollect. 

Question.  Did  not  that  have  something  to  do  with  driving  him  out 
of  the  concern  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  that,  in  connexion  with  other  circumstances. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Bourquin  ever  tell  you  that  government  work 
could  not  be  got  in  any  other  way  ? 

Answer.  Since  the  dissolution  of  the  concern  he  has. 

Question.  Was  it  not  the  understanding  that  a  man  who  would  not 
stand  these  bonuses  would  have  no  chance  in  getting  government 
work  ? 

Answer.  That  was  my  understanding. 

George  W.  Eichell  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)   Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  New  York  city. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  At  present  I  am  engaged  in  no  business  ;  I  commence 
business  in  March  next. 

Question.  What  business  have  you  been  engaged  in  ? 

Answer.  My  first  business  was  hardware  ;  after  that  I  engaged  in 
the  book  business,  and  continued  in  it  for  four  years  ;  then  I  was  for 
two  years  in  an  engraving  house,  but  was  obliged  to  leave  the  business 
on  account  of  ill  health  ;  after  that  I  went  as  clerk  in  the  house  of 
Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.,  and  was  with  them  four  years;  after  that  I 
went  with  Fowler  &  Wells,  with  the  intention  of  becoming  interested 
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In  their  busiDefs,  but  finding  the  busiQess  was  not  sufficient  to  wa 
it,  I  did  not  remain  with  them  long. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  convernatian  with  Mr.  Seaman 
X'ou  arrived  in  the  city  about  the  character  of  testimony  you  we 
give  belore  this  committee? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  nothing  more  than  in  relation  to  some  q^^uee 
he  wished  to  have  put  about  the  quality  of  paper. 

QueHlion.  Have  you   been   intimate  with   Mr.  Seaman  for 
years  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 
^flQuestion.  When  did  your  acquaintance  with  him  first  commeD 

Answer.  The  fi-st  time  1  ever  saw  Mr.  Seaman  was  in  the  sto 
Campbtll,  UaH&  Ck>. 

Question.  About  what  time? 

Answer.  It  is  difficult  f)r  me  to  give  the  exact  dates  ;  I  think  il 
during  the  first  term  of  his  superintendence. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  any  business  for  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  nothing  more  than  sometimes  while  I  was  ac 
as  salesman  in  the  store  of  Campbell,  Hall  &  Ck).  he  would  wai 
see  the  quality  of  paper. 

Question.   Were  your  relations  intimate  with  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  barely  that  of  speaking.  When  he  came 
the  store  he  always  came  to  see  some  one  of  the  firm,  and  ali 
went  back  to  see  them. 

Question.  When  you  proposed  to  secure  certain  wood  engravinj 
Mr.  Roberts,  wood  engraver  in  New  York,  for  a  oonsideratioi 
twenty  per  cent.  u[)on  the  amount  paid  him  tor  work  obtained  1 
the  government,  had  you  any  arrangement  with  Mr.  Seaman  abou 

Answer.  1  had  no  arraugement  with  any  living  soul.    Myariy 
nietit  with  Mr.  Roberts  was  not  twenty  per  cent,  upon  the 
paid  by  the  goverraent  for  tlie  work,  but  twenty-five  per  cent 
the  net  protits. 

Question.  What  was  the  twenty-five  per  cent,  for? 

Answer.  It  was  my  remuneration  for  furnishing  Mr.  Rol 
capitnl,  and  for  assisting  him  in  other  ways. 

Question.  Did  you  not  say  to  him  distinctly  that  you  couljj 
ceitain  work  tor  him,  and  tliat  if  you  did  it  would  be  in  cons' 
of  twenty-five  per  cent,  upon  the  profits? 

Answer.  1  never  did. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  furnish  Mr.  Roberts  with  any  caf 

Answer.  1  did. 

Question.   How  much  ? 

Answer.  1  think  I  at  first  gave  him  $300  ;  after  that : 
all  a  tiirie  under  $l,OUO. 

Questi<>n    How  much  work  did  he  get  under  that  contri; 
govt-rtiinent  ? 

Answer.  1  do  not  know  how  many  pages.     I  know  hej 
deal  of  work  alter  he  broke  his  contract  with  me. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  much  work  Mr.  Roberts  r^ 
tlie  contract  which  he  made  with  you? 
Answer.  1  do  not. 
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Question.  Do  you  know  the  date  of  that  contract  ?      ^ 
Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  have  it  in  my  pocket. 
Question.  Will  you  chow  it  to  the  committee? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir.     It  is  as  follows : 

**  Memorandum  of  agreement  between   William  RoherU  and  G.    W, 

EicheU. 

'*  Said  Roberts  to  give  said  EicheU  three  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per 
page  for  the  work  of  outline  cuts  for  Patent  OflSce  Report — average 
thus:  Labor,  $13 ;  wood,  &c.,  $3 ;  =  $16  per  page  ;  price  paid,  $30  by 
government ;  one-fourth  of  net  profits,  $14,  is  $3  50  per  page.  Said 
EicheU  to  give  all  work,  so  far  as  lays  in  his  power,  to  said  Roberts, 
both  for  this  and  any  other  work.  Signed  this  day,  New  York,  April 
18,  1855. 

'*WM.   RORKRTS. 
*^G.  W.  EICUELL." 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  What  was  the  work  which  you  were  to 
send  him  ? 

Answer.  Any  work  I  could  get.  I  got  him  work  through  Fowler 
&  Wells,  who  employed  a  patent  agent  and  worked  for  the  Scientific 
American. 

Question.  And  you  weie  to  receive  one-fourth  of  lh<j  profits  upon 
all  this  work  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Ackerman  acting  as  the  agent  of  Mr.  Seaman, 
so  liar  a«  circumstances  justified  you  in  believing,  in  reference  to  the 
Patent  Office  Report  or  any  other  government  work  ? 

Answer.  He  acted  as  his  agent  so  far  as  to  gtt  the  names  of  litho- 
graphers in  New  York  was  concerned. 

Question.  After  he  got  the  names  of  the  lithographers,  did  he  then 
control  the  work  and  give  it  out  to  them? 

Answer.  He  told  me  that  if  I  wanted  to  do  any  work  I  Ci)uld  have 
as  much  as  I  could  do,  and  I  understood  that  he  extended  the  same 
privileges  to  others. 

Question.  Did  you  get  any  of  the  government  work  to  do  und^T 
him? 

Answer    I  <liil. 

Question     Did  you  send  on  any  bids  to  Wu>hiiii;t m  'or  tliat  work? 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Who  did  you  make  the  arrangement  witii  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Ackerman  told  me  that  the  work  was  to  be  done  for 
the  government  at  $3(»  per  page,  and  that  if  I  wanted  any  of  it  to  di> 
I  could  have  as  much  ot  it  as  1  could  do. 

Question.  Then  Mr.  Ackerman  had  the  giving  out  of  this  work  in 
New  York,  as  the  agent  of  Mr.  ISeaman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  Mr.  Johnson  gave  out  the  work,  and  that 
Mr.  Ackerman  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  after  ward.-*.  Johnson  was 
his  clerk,  and  he  attended  to  the  business.  He  gave  me  no  assurance, 
however,  of  auy  special  privilege,  more  than  to  say  timt  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  work  to  be  done,  and  that  I  might  have  ail  I  could  dp. 
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Questioa.  Who  paid  for  that  work? 

Answer.  The  government. 

Question.  Through  whom  ? 

Answer.  The  bills  were  made  out  and  sent  on  to  Mr.  Seaman,  and 
drafts  on  the  treasury  were  returned. 

Question.  Did  the  bills  made  out  for  the  work  you  did  pass  through 
Mr.  Ackerman's  hands  ? 

Anp^er.  No,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  If  you  were  to  have  no  special  privi- 
leges,  why  did  you  say  to  Mr.  Roberts  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
work  to  be  done,  and  that  you  could  have  all  you  wanted  ? 

Answer.  Because  Mr.  Ackerman  told  me  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  work  to  be  done,  and  that  I  could  have  as  much  as  I  wished 
to  do. 

Question.  Then  you  had  the  assurance  of  controlling  all  the  work 
which  Mr.  Roberts  could  do  from  Mr.  Ackerman  ? 

Answer.  I  had  no  assurance  more  than  that  I  could  have  as  moek 
work  as  1  could  do. 

Wednesday  Evening,  February  16, 1859. 

George  W.  Eichell  recalled  : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Did  not  Mr.  Ackerman  tell  yon  at 
the  time  that  he  had  the  letting  of  the  work  on  the  mechanical  part 
of  the  report? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  asked  him  where  I  was  to  get  the  work,  and  he 
said  from  Mr.  Johnson,  at  his  office. 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  conference  with  Mr.  Johnson  on  the 
subject  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  more  than  to  make  my  application  for  the  work. 

Question.  What  did  Mr.  Johnson  say  when  you  made  your  appli- 
cation ? 

Answer.  He  said  he  would  give  me  what  work  he  could. 

Question.  Did  you  get  the  work,  or  was  it  sent  to  Mr.  Roberts? 

Answer.  At  first  I  think  I  got  it,  and  then  I  told  Mr.  Johnson  that 
if  Mr.  Roberts  came  for  it  it  would  be  the  same  thin^. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  much  work  on  the  Patent  Office  Re- 
port Mr.  Roberts  did  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  how  many  pages. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  much  it  amounted  to  ? 

Answer.  He  gave  me  an  account  of  it  for  a  while  until  he  broke 
his  arrangement,  then  I  had  nothing  more  to  do  with  him. 

Question.  When  did  he  break  his  arrangement  with  you? 

Answer.  It  was  after  he  had  done  some  30  or  40  pages ;  I  do  not 
know  the  exact  number. 

Question.  How  did  he  come  to  break  his  arrangement  with  you? 

Answer.  He  said  that  every  other  engraver  was  getting  the  work, 
and  that  he  would  have  got  as  good  an  arrangement  as  I  had  made. 
At  that  time  he  was  owing  me,  I  think,  $800  or  |500,  which  I  wm 
anxious  to  get  back.  He  paid  ilie  back  that  amount,  and  then  paid 
me  |20  or  $25,  which  he  said  he  would  do  for  speaking  a  good  word 
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and  myself  that  it  was  to  be  applied  to  that  account  at  all.  But  it 
was  80  long  ago  that  I  cannot  recollect  precisely  what  occurred  be- 
tween us  at  the  time  I  loaned  him  the  money. 

Question.  Have  you  any  recollection  at  all  that  you  refused  to  let 
him  have  the  money  unless  he  would  credit  it  to  this  account? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  recollect  anything  of  that  kind. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  any  other  sums  of  money  to  Mr. 
Seaman  during  his  superintendency? 

Answer,  Never,  excepting  these  two  sums,  amounting  in  the  aggre- 
gate to  a  little  over  a  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  Was  that  about  the  amount  of  your  indebtedness  to  the 
government  for  paper  furnished  to  the  government  for  waste  leaves? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  think  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  person,  a  contractor  for  the 
goirernmeut  for  paper,  or  who  was  doing  work  for  the  government  as 
an  engraver,  lithographer,  or  binder,  who  has  paid  to  Mr.  Seaman, 
eit  er  directly  or  indirectly,  or  to  any  other  person,  believing  it  to  be 
ibr  his  benefit,  any  money  or  other  valuable  consideration  ? 

Answer.  1  do  not  know  of  any.  I  have  never  myself  had  any  money 
transactions  with  Mr.  Seaman  except  those  I  have  mentioned. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  particular  person  who  has 
paid  Mr.  Seaman  any  consideration  for  any  contract,  or  for  any  favor 
of  an  oflScial  character  during  his  continuance  in  office? 

Answer.  Nothing  more  than  street  talk  or  general  talk.  If  I  have 
ever  heard  of  any  such  a  case  at  all,  it  was  in  reference  to  George 
Hill,  jr.  He  was  a  bidder  for  a  paper  contract,  which  he  did  not  receive, 
and  I  think  he  stated  that  Mr.  Seaman  must  have  been  paid  for  the 
contract  which  had  been  awarded,  for  he  (Mr.  Hill)  had  proposed  to 
furnish  a  much  superior  article  at  a  lower  price. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  that  contract  was  awarded  to? 

Answer.  A  portion  was  to  a  person  in  Philadelphia,  I  think,  and 
another  portion  to  a  peison  in  Boston.  I  will  state,  however,  that  I 
have  never  paid  any  attention  to  the  paper  contracts  at  all. 

Question.  What  year  was  that? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  the  year  previous  to  Mr.  Seaman's  going 
out  of  office.  It  must  have  been  the  contract  awarded  for  the  first 
session  of  the  last  Congress. 

Question.  Where  does  Mr.  Hill  live? 

Answer.  I  think  his  residence  is  in  Georgetown.  His  office  is  on 
Louisiana  avenue,  just  below  10th  street,  in  this  city.  I  have  heard 
him  several  times  talk  about  it,  but  it  was  all  general  talk. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  any  other  contractor,  either  for  work 
or  material,  say  he  had  paid,  or  that  he  had  reason  to  believe  any 
other  contractor  had  paid,  for  such  favors  from  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  never  in  that  shape. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  contractor  for  the  government  during 
Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  for  paper,  or  for  engraving,  or  litho- 
graphing, or  binding,  who  has  paid  anything  forsuch  contracts  to  Mr. 
Wendell  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  anything  else  that  it  is  proper  for  this 
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Answer.  I  could  not  say,  because  I  was  not  in  the  habit  of  doing 
such  work. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Could  an  engraver  have  afibrded  to 
take  the  work  for  20  per  cent,  less  than  it  was  done. 

Answer.  The  only  guidance  I  had  was  the  estimate  made  by  Mr. 
Roberts  himself.  He  told  me  that  the  labor  would  cost  so  much,  and 
the  wood  and  other  expenses  so  much,  making  $16  a  page  in  the 
aggregate.  I  knew  that  government  would  pay  $30  a  page,  and  I 
therefore  went  to  him  on  that  point,  as  he  was  then  in  the  business] 
thought  he  could  tell  a  great  deal  better  than  I  could.  I  could  not 
say  how  long  it  would  take  an  engraver  to  do  a  page  of  the  work. 

Question .  How  much  did  he  estimade  one-fourth  the  profits  of  a 
page? 

Answer.  Three  dollars  and  fifty  cents. 

Question.  Then  the  entire  profits  per  page  would  be  $14? 

Answer.  Tes,  sir,  that  is  what  Mr.  Roberts  told  me.  He  said  he 
could  do  the  work  for  $16  a  page ;  he  had  a  number  of  apprentices. 

Question.  What  could  the  government  have  had  that  work  done  for 
by  advertising  and  letting  it  to  the  lowest  bidder  in  the  city  of  New 
York? 

Answer.  I  suppose  they  might  have  found  parties  who  would  hare 
done  it  for  $20  a  page.  Some  of  the  engravers  who  were  out  of  work 
and  could  get  nothing  to  do  would  have  done  it  for  a  very  small  profit. 

Question.  Is  $6  a  page  a  small  profit  for  such  work  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  quite  small  enough. 

Question.  How  many  pages  could  a  workman  do  of  it  in  a  week? 

Answer.  I  could  not  tell. 

Question.  You  do  not  call  yourself  a  good  workman  I  believe;  how 
much  could  you  do  in  a  week  ? 

Answer.  I  might  do  three  or  four  pages. 

Question.  Then  an  ordinary  workman  in  practice,  could  do  from 
seven  to  ten  pages  in  a  week,  could  he  not  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  would  take  a  pretty  smart  workman  to  do  iiAt 
much. 

Question.  Then  seven  or  eight  pages  would  be  a  good  week's  work? 

Answer.  I  should  think  so. 

Question.  How  much  would  be  a  fair  profit  for  a  contractor  to 
make  ofi"  the  labor  of  a  single  workman  a  week  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  idea. 

Question.  Would  $20  be  considered  a  fair  profit  a  week  for  each 
man? 

Answer.  Some  of  them  make  a  great  deal  more  than  that;  whenl 
was  pacticing  to  perfect  myself  in  the  art,  I  made  at  least  $50  or  $60 
per  week  for  my  employer,  Mr.  Butler;  but  I  am  not  now  engaged  in 
the  business  and  have  not  been  taking  any  contracts  or  doing  any  en- 
graving for  eight  or  t^n  years,  and  I  therefore  do  not  feel  myself  com- 
petent to  judge  of  the  profits  engravers  ought  to  make. 

Question.  How  much  <io  they  give  journeymen  per  week? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  wages  they  get,  1  believe,  howcrer, 
that  they  generally  get  i'rom  $25  to  $30  per  week. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  the  work  on  the  mechanical 
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QaestioD.  What  was  it  paid  for? 

Answer.  For  a  contract  he  secured  for  them,  I  suppose.  I  do  not 
know  anythinsT  more  about  it  than  what  appears  in  the  entry. 

Question.  Was  it  a  contract  for  work  secured  from  the  gov^ernment  ? 

Answer.  It  would  be,  perhaps,  well  enough  for  me  to  explain  that 
until  these  entries  were  made  in  the  book  I  was  never  made  aware  of 
any  of  these  outside  transactions,  how  the  contracts  were  secured,  or 
anything  about  it.  Mr.  Duval  had  that  matter  entirely  under  his 
own  charge.  I  was  never  asked  any  questions  about  it;  but  when  the 
entry  came  to  be  made  I  was  told  to  charge  the  amount  to  the  account 
of  printing  expenses. 

Question.  Will  you  turn  to  the  next  account? 

Answer.  It  is  August  8,  1855,  and  there  is  an  entry  which  will 
conflict,  perhaps,  with  my  testimony  yesterday.  I  stated  then  that  I 
did  not  know  of  any  moneys  having  been  paid  Mr.  Seaman  by  the 
firm  before  this  note.  By  reference  to  the  book  I  see  that  $500  was 
paid  to  him  on  the  8th  of  August,  1855. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  that  amDunt  was  paid  to  Mr.  Seaman 
for? 

Answer.  The  account  is  charged  to  the  expenses  of  work  done  on 
Gilliss'  Report,  which  is  all  I  know  in  relation  to  it. 

Question.  Will  you  have  the  kindness  to  turn  to  the  next  entry 
for  procuring  contracts? 

Question.  The  next  entry  is  under  date  of  September  20,  1855. 

Question.  How  much  ? 

Answer.  $500. 

Question.  To  whom  was  it  paid  ? 

Answer.  It  was  paid  to  Mr.  Connelly,  on  account  of  government 
work.     There  is  no  explanation  of  particulars  about  it. 

Question.  Will  you  please  turn  to  the  next  account. 

Answer.  On  the  20th  of  October,  1855,  there  was  a  notft  paid  which 
had  been  originally  charged  to  printing  account  when  it  was  given. 
It  was  for  $184  24,  and  was  paid  on  the  20th  of  October. 

Question.  To  whom  was  it  paid  ? 

Answer.  It  was  drawn  in  favor  of  John  Cassin. 

Question.  Was  that  for  the  same  kind  of  service? 

Answer.  It  was  on  account  of  government  work.  I  presume  it  was 
on  account  of  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report.  I  will  state  that  as  far  as 
the  $1,500  note  to  Mr.  Seaman  was  concerned,  I  presume  it  has  been 
settled.  It  was  renewed  on  the  28th  of  December  by  an  accepted  draft 
at  sixty  days. 

Question.  'J'hat  was  the  note  before  spoken  of,  drawn  in  favor  of  A. 
G.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  It  was  paid  on  the  28th  of  December  and  re- 
newed. 

Question.  Then  who  paid  that  renewal  ? 

Answer.  It  was  not  paid  at  this  time.  It  was  renewed  and  renewed 
again,  and  then  it  seems  to  have  been  lost  sight  of,  to  have  been  taken 
out  and  charged  to  the  private  account  of  P.  S.  Duval  until  the  whole 
amount  was  finally  paid.     On  February  10,  1857,  $616  80  was  paid 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  get  him  any  work  to  do  on  Gillie's  Report? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  never  heard  of  it. 

Question.  Did  you  get  him  any  work  to  do  on  the  Pacific  Railroad 
Report? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  did  not  know  there  was  such  a  report  published. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  that  Mr.  Roberts 
did  any  work  for  the  government  after  the  misunderstanding  between 
you  took  place  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  do.  I  saw  him  have  some  fine  draw- 
ings which  I  understood  were  for  the  government. 

Question.  My  question  is  did  he  get  any  wdrk  to  do  for  goverament 
after  the  misunderstanding  between  you  occurred  ? 

Answer.  I  think  that  he  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  he  did  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say  that  I  know  it. 

Question.  How  did  you  understand  that  he  got  work  for  the  govern- 
ment after  this  misunderstanding  ? 

Answer.  The  reason  I  had  for  thinking  he  did  was  that  I  saw  him 
in  the  store  of  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  one  day,  talking  with  Mr.  Sea- 
man, and  he  had  proofs  which  he  was  showing  Mr.  Seaman,  which  I 
supposed  were  of  work  that  he  was  doing  for  government. 

Question.  What  proofs  were  these  ? 

Answer.  Proofs  of  pictures,  or  cuts. 

Question.  May  not  these  proofs  have  been  samples  which  he  wan 
showing  Mr.  Seaman  barely  to  illustrate  the  character  of  his  work? 

Answer.  Possibly  they  might  have  been  ;  I  did  not  ask  what  they 
were. 

Question.  And  you  do  not  know  from  any  other  evidence  that  he 
got  any  work  from  government  after  this  misunderstanding  occurred? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  think  he  did. 

Question,  Thy  Mr.  Covode  )  Did  not  you  interfere  the  very  day  you 
saw  him  in  tne  store  of  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.,  and  request  Mr.  Sea- 
man not  to  give  him  any  more  work  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  speaking  to  Mr.  Seaman  at  all  on  t&e 
subject ;  though  it  is  very  probable  I  might  have  done. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Roberts  was 
acquainted  with  Mr.  Ackerman  or  Mr.  Johnson  before  this  contract 
which  you  made  with  Mr.  Roberts  ? 

Answer.  1  nevi^r  heard  of  his  having  any  acquaintance  with  them, 
and  that  was  in  part  the  reason  why  I  was  to  be  paid  for  getting  the 
w(  rk  from  them. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Now,  why  was  it  that  Mr.  Bohcrt« 
agreed  to  give  you  twenty-five  per  cent,  on  this  work  if  it  was  not  for 
your  service  in  getting  this  work  from  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  It  was  for  the  introduction  that  I  was  to  give  him  in  ^efe^ 
ence  to  this  work,  for  all  the  other  work  I  could  furnish  him,  and  for 
the  means  I  was  to  furnish  to  go  on  with  this  work. 

Qrestion,  (by  the  Chairman.)  If  the  consideration  of  means  entered 
into  the  contract,  why  was  not  that  fact  stated  in  the  memorandum 
which  you  have  furnished  the  committee  ? 
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Answer.  Because  I  did  not  draw  up  the  memorandum  as  a  contract 
between  us  at  all,  but  merely  to  indicate  the  terms  of  the  agreement 
in  reference  to  the  compensation  which  I  was  to  receive. 

Question.  But  that  is  a  memorandum  of  a  contract,  and  if  the  ques- 
tion of  means  entered  into  the  contract,  why  was  it  not  stated  in  the 
memorandum  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  think  it  was  necessary,  in  the  relations  which  then 
existed  between  Mr.  Roberts  and  myself,  to  state  all  the  particulars. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Then  the  percentage  was  to  be  for  ser- 
vices, and  not  for  means  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  the  means  were  just  as  fully  understood  as  the 
services. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  If  it  was  necessary  for  you  to  have  any 
contract  in  writing  at  all,  why  did  you  not  put  in  all  the  stipulations? 

Answer.  Because  in  the  relations  which  then  existed  between  Mr. 
Roberts  and  myself,  I  did  not  think  it  necessary  any  more  than  I 
should  have  done  if  he  had  asked  me  for  $50  or  $100.  I  should  have 
loaned  it  to  him  without  thinking  of  asking  any  writing  for  it. 

Question.  Then  why  could  you  not  trust  him  in  the  division  of  the 
profits  ? 

Answer.  I  only  put  that  down  so  that  there  should  be  no  misunder- 
standing as  to  what  that  division  should  be.. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  other  parties  in  the  city  of 
New  York  have  you  made  similar  contracts  with,  and  what  have  you 
received,  or  stipulated  to  receive,  from  them  ? 

Witness.  Do  you  mean  government  work? 

The  Chairman.  Yes  ;  contracts  in  relation  to  government  work. 

Answer.  None  whatever. 

Question.  Have  you  had  nothing  of  this  nature  to  do  with  Mr.  N. 
Orr? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  N   Orr.     I  know  a  Mr.  J.  W.  Orr. 

Question.  Have  you  had  anything  of  that  kind  to  do  with  Mr.  J. 
W.  Orr? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  have  got  work  for  him  from  publishers,  but 
none  from  the  government. 

Question.  Have  you  made  any  such  contracts  with  any  other  parties 
in  the  city  of  New  York  or  elsewhere  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Now  will  you  tell  us  whether  there  was  not  a  distinct 
understanding  between  yourself  and  Mr.  Johnson,  the  bookkeeper  of 
Mr.  Ackerman,  that  a  consideration  was  to  be  paid  out  of  this  work  to 
Mr.  Johnson? 

Answer.  There  was  never  a  consideration  in  any  way,  direct  or  in- 
direct, to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Johnson  or  any  one  else. 

Question.  Have  you  been  instrumental  in  procuring  any  other  work 
from  government  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency,  of  any  char- 
acter or  description,  for  engravers  in  the  city  of  New  York  or  any 
other  place? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Ackerman  had  anything  to  do 
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with  the  letting  or  contracting  for  any  other  work  than  that  which 
you  have  described  in  your  testimony  ? 
Answer,  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Ackerman  has  ever  paid  any 
money,  either  in  the  nature  of  a  gift  or  loan,  or  in  any  way  whaterer, 
to  Mr.  Seaman  for  any  of  these  contracts  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  person  else  has  done  so? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Did  not  Mr.  Seaman  ever  tell  youthit 
he  would  not  give  any  more  work  to  Mr.  Roberts  in  consequence  of 
your  complaints  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did  ;  though,  as  I  said,  I  would 
not  have  thrown  any  work  in  his  way  if  I  could  have  avoided  it. 
Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  Mr.  Seaman  any  money  ? 
Answer.  Not  a  dollar  or  a  sixpence. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  else  connected  with  the  conduct 
or  accounts  of  Mr.  Seaman  while  he  was  Superintendent  of  Pablie 
Printing,  which  it  is  important  for  this  committee  to  know  in  order 
to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion  in  the  premises  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not. 

Cross-examination . 

The  following  questions  were  put  to  the  witness  by  the  committee 
at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Seaman  : 

Question.  Are  you  practically  acquainted  with  paper  and  its  manu- 
facture ? 

Answer.  I  am.  My  knowledge,  however,  is  derived  more  from 
selling  paper  than  from  being  in  a  mill. 

Question.  Will  you  look  at  these  documents  and  state  of  your  own 
knowledge  what  such  paper  as  is  used  in  them  would  have  been  worth 
in  open  market  in  1854-'55. 

Answer,  (after  examination.')  I  think  the  paper  used  in  the  Patent 
OflBce  Report  of  1855  would  have  sold  over  the  counter  on  six  months 
time  at  14  cents  per  pound.  I  should  say  the  same  ot  the  Finance 
Eeport  for  the  same  year,  and  the  same  of  the  Report  on  Commejpce 
and  Navigation.  There  is  a  difference  in  the  shade  of  paper  which 
cannot  be  avoided.  I  have  seen  it  in  Harper's  Bible,  which  I  presmne 
you  have  all  seen,  and  which  is  a  large  and  expensive  work.  I  haw 
seen  three  times  the  difference  in  the  color  of  paper  used  for  that  book 
that  I  see  here,  although  great  pains  were  taken  in  procuring  the 
paper  for  that  book,  and  although  it  was  all  made  by  one  mill  in 
Chelsea.  If  we  had  a  lot  of  paper  looking  as  this  does,  I  should 
charge  14  cents  a  pound  ;  and  if  the  customer  claimed  a  dedaction  on 
account  of  the  difference  of  color,  I  should  probably  allow  a  difference 
of  half  a  cent  per  pound. 

Question.  Can  paper  be  made  by  the  same  machines  all  of  exactly 
the  same  weight? 

Answer.  Not  exactly. 

Question.  What  is  the  percentage  of  difference? 


TESTIMONY.  295 

Answer.  The  rule  of  the  trade  is,  that  if  the  difference  is  not  more 
than  five  per  cent,  in  weight  nothing;  is  to  be  said,  and  if  the  castomer 
is  not  satisfied  with  this,  he  is  to  take  it  by  actaal  weight,  wrappers*, 
strings,  and  all. 

Question.  How  is  the  difference  in  color  caused  ? 

Answer.  Sometimes  by  defective  bleaching,  and  sometimes  by  the 
quality  of  the  stock — generally,  by  defective  bleaching. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  see  any  large  quantity  of  paper  made  at  one 
mill  which  was  uniform  in  color  and  weight. 

Answer.  There  are  but  two  mills  with  which  I  am  acquainted  that 
I  could  always  depend  on  for  uniformity  in  the  paper;  one  is  Butler's, 
where  the  uniformity  arises  partly  from  his  having  the  most  perfect 
machine,  and  partly  from  the  kind  of  stock  from  which  he  makes  his 
paper,  it  being  cotton-waste  and  rope  ;  the  other  is  Kingsland's  mill, 
where  they  only  make  fine  paper,  which  commands  a  high  price. 
The  stock  which  they  use  is  always  uniform — leghorn  rags,  ones, 
twos,  and  threes.  The  difference  of  color  in  the  paper  used  in  these 
documents  is  not  unusually  great  where  large  lots  of  paper  are  furnished 
at  different  times. 

Thursday,  February  17. 
George  Hill,  Jr.,  sworn  : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  is  your  place  of  business? 

Answer.  In  the  city  of  Washington. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  Paper  and  paper  stock. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether  you  ever  had  any  contract  from 
the  government,  under  the  superin tendency  of  Mr.  Seaman,  for  the 
supply  of  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  never  had. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  bid  for  such  contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  have.     I  think  the  first  bid  I  ever  made  was  in  1856. 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  that  was,  and  the  circumstances 
attending  that  offer? 

Answer.  I  made  an  offer  for  all  classes,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect, 
at  the  suggestion  of  some  northern  parties.  For  one  of  the  classes,  I 
was  informed,  after  the  bids  had  been  opened  and  the  contracts 
awarded,  that  the  sample  I  had  furnished  was  too  good  an  article  ;  it 
was  too  highly  finished  and  did  not  come  under  the  class? 

Question.  Was  that  45-lb.  paper  ? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  Was  it  for  the  supply  of  1857  ? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  Can  you  state  the  circumstances  under  which  your  offer 
was  made  and  rejected  ? 

Answer.  I  was  satisfied,  from  what  I  could  hear  out  of  doors,  that 
I  was  lower  on  that  paper  than  any  one  else,  and  I  felt  anxious  to 
know  the  result  of  it.  As  soon  as  the  bids  were  opened,  I  called  upon 
Mr.  Towers  to  know  who  had  got  the  contract.  He  told  me  that  Mr. 
Megargee  had  it  at  13y%  cents  per  lb.,  I  think  it  was.  My  bid  was  13 
cents.     He  told  me  that  the  reasons  my  samples  were  thrown  out  were 
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that  they  did  not  come  under  the  class ;  that  they  were  too  highly 
finished. 

Question.  Are  you  certain  whether  the  contract  was  awarded  at 
183^  cents,  or  was  it  13^  cents. 

Answer.  I  will  not  be  positive.  It  was  some  fraction  over  my  bid. 
My  bid  was  13  cents,  and  his  was  a  larger  one  than  mine.  Mr.  Towers 
said  my  paper  was  too  nicely  finished  ;  that  it  was  a  calendered  paper. 
The  difference  between  that  which  is  calendered  and  that  which  is  not 
is  that  calendered  paper  is  calendered  after  it  is  made,  and  the  other 
is  calendered  on  the  sheet  when  it  is  made. 

Question.  Which  was  the  best  paper,  yours  or  that  which  was  finallj 
taken  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  see  the  samples  so  as  to  be  able  to  judge.  All  I 
knov  about  it  is  that  my  paper  was  too  nicely  finished  ? 

Question.  Who  made  that  remark? 

Answer.  Mr.  Towers. 

Question.  Who  was  he? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman's  chief  clerk  ;  I  was  pressed  at  the  time  to 
move  ia  the  matter  and  have  it  investigated,  but  I  thought  it  would 
be  of  no  use  to  do  it. 

Question.  Why  did  you  think  it  would  be  of  no  use  to  do  it  ? 

Answer.  I  thought  that  if  I  moved  in  it  and  was  successful  in  get- 
ting the  contract,  there  would  probably  be  more  difficulty  thrown  in 
my  way  in  carrying  it  out  than  the  contract  would  be  worth. 

Question.  It  was  the  fear  of  difficulty  and  embarrassment  then  that 
prevented  you  Irom  pressing  your  right? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  you  would  have  been 
successful  in  that  bid  by  the  payment  of  a  valuable  consideration 
for  it? 

Answer.  I  thought  so  from  rumor  out  of  doors. 

Question.  Had  you  any  direct  or  positive  information  which  led 
your  mind  to  that  conclusion. 

Answer.  No,  sir,  I  had  not. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  anyone  say  he  had  paid  money  for 
any  contract  for  paper  or  on  paper  that  had  been  delivered  and  re- 
jected, and  which  was  afterwards  received  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  at  one  time  there  were  some  thousands  of 
re\ms  rejected  which  were  afterwards  received. 

Question.  In  what  year  was  that  ? 

Answer.  I  think  in  1856  ;  I  am  not  positive  as  to  the  year  ;  it  may 
have  been  1855  ;  I  know  at  one  time  the  agent's  warehouses  in  George- 
(town,  were  filled  with  this  rejected  paper  and  a  great  deal  of  it  was 
stored  in  this  city. 

Question.  Who  did  that  paper  belong  to? 

Answer.  Mr.  Megargee. 

Question.  Will  you  now  go  on  with  your  explanation  ? 

^  Answer.  This  paper  I  afterwards  understood   was  received ;  some 

time  afterwards  I  was  in  Boston  at  the  house  of  Rice,  Kendall  &  Co., 

and  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.   Willard  Rice  upon  the  subject  of 

that  paper  ;  he  complained  to  me  of  the  injustice  of  the  matter,  and 
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said  it  had  cost  him  twenty-five  cents  a  ream  to  pass  that  paper,  and 
that  the  amount  it  had  cost  him  was  |1,200. 

Question.  Did  he  say  who  he  had  paid  that  amount  to  ? 

Answer.  He  said  Mr.  Megargee  was  there  and  that  that  amount  of 
money  was  paid.     I  could  not  say  who  it  was  paid  to. 

Question.  Who  did  you  understand  it  was  paid  to? 

Answer.  I  understood  it  was  paid  at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Me- 
gargee. 

Question.  To  whom  ? 

Answer.  To  the  parties  who  had  charge  of  the  matter  of  passing 
the  paper.  The  paper  was  rejected  here  and  without  the  compensation 
of  25  cents  per  ream,  it  could  not  be  passed.  That  amount  of  money 
was  extorted  from  Rice,  Kendall  &  Co.,  as  Mr.  Rice  told  me  and  he 
complained  of  it  bitterly. 

Question.  Had  all  this  paper  been  manufactured  by  Rice,  Kendall 
&Co? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Then  the  amount  of  |1,200  paid  by  that  firm  was  only 
on  a  portion  of  the  paper  that  had  accumulated. 

Answer.  That  is  what  I  understood  from  Mr.  Rice  at  the  time. 

Question.  Do  you  know  who  manufactured  the  other  portions  of 
that  paper. 

Answer.  I  could  not  say  with  any  certainty ;  I  think  Mr.  Rice 
mentioned  the  names  of  others,  but  I  could  not  say  who  they  were. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Rice  say  anything  further  about  the  matter? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say  that  he  did.  It  was  a  general  conver- 
sation. 

Question.  You  stated  a  moment  ago  that  the  sample  of  45-pound 
paper  which  you  furnished  in  the  fall  of  1856,  for  the  contract  of 
1857,  was  too  well  finished.  Will  you  please  look  at  the  paper  fur- 
nished under  that  contract  as  appears  in  the  report  on  finance  of 
1856-7,  and  see  how  the  paper  which  you  furnished  a  sample  of  com- 
pared with  that  of  this  book  ? 

Answer.  There  is  no  comparison  at  all. 

Question.  Will  you  state  how  much  better  the  paper  you  offered  to 
furnish  for  thirteen  cents  is  than  the  paper  which  appears  in  this 
book? 

Answer.  For  the  sheet  I  am  looking  at  I  could  not  get  eleven  cents 
here. 

Question.  Would  eleven  cents  have  been  a  fair  price  for  it  in  1856, 
at  the  time  the  contract  for  1857  was  awarded? 

Answer.  It  would,  I  think  ;  I  have  furnished  a  better  paper  second 
hand,  decidedly  better  in  color. 

Question.  Will  you  please  look  at  the  Commerce  and  Navigation 
Report  for  1856-'7,  which  appears  to  have  been  printed  on  the  paper 
furnished  under  the  contract  of  the  fall  of  1856,  and  inform  me  whether 
that  is  the  same  class  of  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  rather  better  in  some  respects  ;  it  is  made  a 
little  better. 

Question.  How  much  was  that  paper  worth  in  the  fall  of  1856  ? 

Answer.  It  was  not  worth  more  that  12^  cents  ;  it  could  have  been 
furnished  in  market  at  12^  cents. 
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Answer.  We  did. 

Question.  To  whom? 

Answer.  To  John  H.  Hall. 

Question.  No  one  then  had  the  right  to  collect  money  for  you  from 
the  government  except  John  H.  Hall  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  What  commission  did  you  pay  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co? 

Answer.  We  paid  them  the  same  commission  which  we  paid  in  our 
regular  business. 

Question.  What  was  that? 

Answer.  Seven  and  a  half  per  cent. 

Question.  What  did  that  include  ? 

Answer.  It  included  everything  as  far  as  New  York.  From  there 
to  Washington  we  allowed  them  half  a  cent  per  pound  for  freight, 
cartage,  insurance,  and  all  expenses  from  New  York. 

Question.  Did  the  seven  and  a  half  per  cent,  include  the  guarantee 
for  payment? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  that  the  usual  rate  of  commission  ? 

Answer.  It  is. 

Question.  What  is  the  usual  rate  without  the  guarantee  ? 

Answer.  Five  per  cent. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  any  other  commis- 
sion or  compensation  on  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  understand  that  any  portion  of  that  seven  and 
a  half  per  cent,  was  to  be  paid  to  any  other  person  for  any  service  in 
connexion  with  your  contract  ? 

Answer.  We  did  not. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  anything,  directly  or  indirectly,  for  that 
contract  with  the  government? 

Answer.  We  did  not. 

Question.  Did  any  one  do  so  for  you? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid,  in  the  nature  of  a  loan  or  by  direct 
payment,  or  in  the  shape  of  a  gift  or  donation  or  bonus,  any  amount 
to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  any  one  else  having  reason  to  believe  it  for  his 
benefit,  or  to  any  one  else  except  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.,  as  you  have 
already  specified,  for  any  contract  for  paper  to  be  supplied  for  the  use 
of  the  government? 

Answer.   We  never  did. 

Question.  Has  any  one  else  done  so  for  you? 

Answer.  No,  sir.         , 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  transaction  of  that  kind  connected 
with  or  growing  out  of  that  paper  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Had  you  any  agent  in  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.   We  had  not. 

Question.  Your  whole  business,  then,  was  transacted  through 
Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Question.  Were  your  bids  made  through  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.? 
Answer.  Thfit  I  could  not  tell ;  I  do  not  know.     The  contract  was 
awarded  to  us. 

Question.  Who  managed  the  business  for  you  in  securing  your  con- 
tract ? 

Answer.  I  presume  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  did,  but  I  cannot  speak 
positively. 

Question.  Was  any  deduction  made  on  your  account  by  Campbell, 
Hall  &  Co. ,  except  that  for  their  commission  of  7^  per  cent.  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  speak  to  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.,  or  to  any 
member  of  the  firm,  about  the  impropriety  of  charging  for  a  guarantee 
on  a  government  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  recollect  that  I  ever  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  your  firm  did  so? 

Answer.  That  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  Campbell, 
Hall  &  Co.,  or  with  any  member  of  the  firm,  upon  that  subject? 

Answer.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Question.  Did  you  know  that  you  were  paying  Campbell,  Hall  & 
Co.  2^  per  cent,  for  a  guarantee,  when  no  guarantee  was  needed? 

Answer.  I  knew  that  we  were  paying  7^  per  cent,  commission. 

Question.  And  that  2^  of  that  7^  per  cent,  was  considered  as  a 
guarantee  ? 

Answer.  They  furnished  us  funds  to  carry  on  our  business. 

Question.  Did  not  Mr.  Hall,  or  some  member  of  the  firm,  inform 
you  that  a  certain  percentage  had  to  be  charged  in  these  matters,  and 
that  it  was  necessary  to  charge  you  7^  per  cent,  in  order  to  cover  the 
entire  expense,  independent  of  the  half  cent  you  allowed  for  freight, 
cartage,  &c. ,  from  New  York  to  Washington  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  conversation. 

Question.  Then  any  information  about  this  transaction  desired  by 
this  committee  would  be  in  the  possession  of  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.? 

Answer.  I  presume  so ;  I  know  nothing  of  the  matter  more  than  I 
have  stated. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  accounts  or  businas 
conduct  of  Mr.  Seaman,  while  in  the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Pub- 
lic Printing,  which  it  is  important  for  this  committee  to  know,  in  order 
to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion  in  the  premises  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Hon.  Mathias  H.  Nichoi^  having  been  called  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Seaman,  was  duly  sworn,  and  testified  as  follows  : 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  business  and  boob  of 
Mr.  Seaman,  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  Not  particularly. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  Japan  Expedition 
having  been  delivered  at  the  folding  room,  and  of  short  numbers 
having  been  sent  in  ? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  Will  you  please  state  to  the  committee  what  you  know 
in  reference  to  the  matter  ? 
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Answer.  In  the  last  Congress  there  was  a  resolution  introduced  by 
some  member  from  New  "^rk — I  think  by  Mr.  Morgan — requesting 
an  examination  of  the  books  at  the  superintendent's  office^  in  reference 
to  the  delivery  of  the  Japan  Expedition.  It  was  alleged  that  there 
were  some  two  or  three  hundred  copies  short.  I  made  an  examination 
into  that  question,  and  I  ascertained  this  to  be  the  case:  that  dividing 
the  number  of  copies  printed  by  the  number  of  members  and  delegates, 
I  think  the  remainder  was  from  160  to  190 — there  were  at  least 
160  copies  over;  and  as  to  where  these  copies  went  was  the  particular 
subject  of  investigation.  I  found  that  President  Pierce  had  sent 
orders  to  the  superintendent's  room,  which  had  been  honored,  for 
about  fifteen  or  twenty  copies;  that  Mr  Toucey  had  sent  for  four 
copies;  Colonel  Davis,  I  think,  got  two,  and  Mr.  Marcy  several  copies. 
At  any  rate,  some  forty-odd  copies  had  gone  to  the  different  depart- 
ments and  to  the  President,  on  their  orders,  and  which  had  been  taken 
from  the  books  printed  by  order  of  the  House.  This  left  from  one 
hundred  and  twenty  to  one  hundred  and  forty-odd  copies  still  unac- 
counted for  in  the  folding  room.  I  brought  the  facts  to  the  attention 
of  Mr.  Darling,  then  doorkeeper  of  the  House,  and  to  his  superin- 
tendent, Mr.  ^abcock.  They  said  that  they  had  investigated  the 
matter  since  the  introduction  of  the  resolution,  and  wished  me  to 
make  a  report  to  the  House  on  the  subject ;  that  they  had  just  dis- 
covered the  books  in  a  room  attached  to  the  folding  room,  where  they 
had  remained  undiscovered,  or  had  been  mislaid,  up  to  that  time,  and 
which  had  caused  the  discrepancy.  I  was  taken  to  the  room,  I  be- 
lieve, where  they  were,  and  saw  the  books  which  purported  to  be  the 
missing  copies  of  the  Japan  Expedition.  I  reported  to  the  House  that 
there  were  books  sufficient  to  supply  the  ratio  of  forty-one  copies  for 
each  member  and  delegate. 

Question.  Did  this  embrace  the  whole  work  or  only  a  particular 
volume  ? 

Answer.  It  embraced  the  whole  work. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  further  which  it  is  important  for 
this  committee  to  have  before  them,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  just  con- 
clusion in  this  investigation  ? 

Answer.  I  know  this  ;  that  in  reference  to  several  other  works,  we 
investigated- the  matter  of  their  delivery,  and  in  reference  to  Hern- 
dens',  Gibbons',  and  perhaps  two  or  three  other  works,  a  discrepancy 
existed  in  the  number  accounted  for  at  the  folding-room,  with  the 
number  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  I  perhaps  could  explan  how  that 
discrepancy  arose.  My  own  judgment  is,  that  while  some  copies  may 
have  been  abstracted  from  the  wagons  as  they  were  delivered,  there 
were  instances  where  gentlemen,  new  members  of  the  House,  have 
through  courtesy,  perhaps,  obtained  copies  of  these  books,  to  which 
they  were  not  entitled  under  the  resolution  of  the  House,  but  which 
had  been  taken  from  the  general  mass,  and  handed  to  them  as  a  mere 
matter  of  courtesy.  I  have  myself  several  times  given  my  consent  to 
have  books  taken  from  my  regular  number  to  supply  some  one  else  ; 
a  new  member  who  was  not  entitled  to  a  copy  for  himself.  I  wish  to 
say  in  addition,  that  so  far  as  the  Printing  Committee  is  concerned, 
that  there  is  but  one  single  contract  which  we  have  the  power  to  let, 
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and  that  contract  was  let  in  the  34th  Congress,  at  rates  some  twenty- 
two  per  cent,  below  the  prices  paid  in  the  33d  Clongress.  In  my 
judgment  it  was  let  too  high  even  in  the  34th  Congress,  but  we  act^ 
with  the  best  lights  we  had  before  us,  and  from  a  careful  examination 
of  the  estimates  of  a  good  many  of  the  book-binders  in  this  city.  For 
the  present  Congress  we  let  the  contracts  for  binding  to  the  lowest 
bidder  ? 

Question.  The  contract  to  which  you  refer,  over  which  the  Com- 
mittee on  Printing  have  control,  is  for  binding? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  and  only  for  cloth  binding  for  extra  copies,  h 
reference  to  any  other  contract,  for  paper,  for  engraving,  or  for  any 
other  work,  the  Printing  Committee  have  no  more  to  do  with  it  than 
this  Select  Committee.  It  is  a  matter  that  is  referred  exclusiyely  to 
the  office  of  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing,  and  to  the  Ck)m- 
mittee  on  Engraving.  Our  only  power  in  reference  to  the  matter  is 
to  settle  any  dispute  that  may  arise  between  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Pr'nting  and  the  Public  Printer,  in  reference  to  the  bills  of 
the  Printer;  but  there  has  never  any  such  dispute  arisen,  except  in  one 
instance,  which  was  during  the  administration  of  the  present  Saper- 
intendent,  and  in  that  instance,  the  committee,  I  believe,  sustained 
Gen.  Bowman's  construction  of  the  law.  As  regards  Mr.  Seaman's 
accounts,  I  know  nothing  at  all  about  them,  except  that  his  certificates 
for  embossed  binding  in  the  34th  Congress,  were  in  accordance  with 
the  contract  of  the  committee. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  further  which  you  think  proper 
to  communicate  to  the  committee? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  anything  further  of  importance. 

Question.  What  position  did  you  hold  on  the  Committee  on  Print- 
ing in  the  34th  Congress,  and  what  do  you  hold  in  the  present 
Congress? 

Answer.  I  was  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Printing  in  the34tk 
Congress  and  am  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Printing  for  the 
present  Congress. 

Question.  Were  you  a  member  of  that  committee  in  the  33d  Con- 
gress? 

Answer.  I  was  not. 

John  Cassin  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia. 

Question.  What  is  your  business ? 

Answer.  Lithographing  and  coloring. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  done  any  work  for  the  government? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  work  for  the  government  daring  Mr. 
Seaman's  superintendency  of  the  public  printing? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  Will  you  state  what  work  you  did  under  Mr.  Seaman's 
superintendency? 

Answer.  Mr.  Bowen,  with  whom  I  was  formerly  aasociated,  obtained 
a  contract  for  work  on  the  Japan  Expedition.    Then  there  was  another 
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contract  for  work  on  the  report  of  the  Pacific  Railroad  survey,  which 
I  think  was  in  my  own  name;  I  cannot  state  positively,  however. 

Question.  Was  the  contract  in  your  individual  name  for  the  Japan 
Expedition  ? 

Answer.  Not  the  original  contract  to  which  I  referred.  There  was 
another  contract  on  that  work  for  coloring  the  plates  of  fishes  and 
shells,  which,  according  to  my  present  recollection,  was  obtained  in 
my  own  individual  name  after  the  decease  of  Mr.  Bowen. 

Question.  The  work  on  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report  was  in  your 
own  name? 

Answer.  That  is  my  recollection.     I  am  not  positive  about  it. 

Question.  Was  that  a  large  or  small  contract  ? 

Answer.  It  was  the  largest  I  ever  had  from  the  government. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  further  work  for  the  government  during 
Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  The  work  on  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report  was 
not  finished  when  Mr.  Seaman  went  out  of  office. 

Question.  Did  you  do  any  work  on  Major  Emory's  Boundary  Survey 
Report? 

Answer.  Not  during  Mr.  Seaman's  time. 

Question.  When  did  you  do  it? 

Answer.  The  contrewt  was  awarded  to  me  during  Mr.  Seaman's 
administration,  but  for  some  reason  the  work  was  suspended,  and 
when  directions  were  given  to  have  it  resumed,  it  was  reduced  to 
about  one-third  of  the  original  order. 

Question.  Is  that  work  completed? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Those  are  the  only  three  works  contracted  for  by  you 
daring  Mr.  Seaman's  administration? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  amount  of  your  contract  for  the 
Japan  Expedition  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  do  ;  my  accounts  have  been  .kept  in  a 
very  careless  manner.  My  impression  is,  that  the  contract  amounted 
to  about  $32,000. 

Question.  Do  your  books  show  the  exact  amount  you  have  re- 
ceived from  the  government  ? 

Answer.  They  do  not.  The  only  account  kept  in  my  books  has 
been  of  quantities  and  not  amounts. 

Question.  Is  |32,000  the  amount  you  have  received  from  govern- 
ment on  that  work  ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir  ;  about  that. 

Question.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  state  the  amount  of  your 
coiltract  for  work  on  the  Pacific  Railroad  Report  ? 

Answer.    About  |63,000. 

Question.  What  is  the  amount  of  your  contract  on  Emory's 
Boundary  Survey  Report  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  is  about  |ll,000.  There  are,  I  think,  25 
plates^  with  an  edition  of  7,000  copies,  a  little  short. 

Question.  Have  you  generally  collected  the  certificates  received 
from  the  government  for  this  work  ?. 
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Answer.    Sometimes  I  have. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  agents  in  Washington  to  attend  to 
your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  might  say  that  two  or  three  persons  have  at  times 
acted  as  agents  for  collecting  my  bills. 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  duties  the  parties  have  performed, 
and  their  names  ? 

Answer.  It  will  perhaps  be  necessary,  if  the  committee  will  allow 
me,  to  make  a  preliminary  statement :  At  the  time  the  first  contnct 
was  awarded  to  me,  the  business  was  conducted,  as  I  said,  by  the 
firm  of  Bowen  &  Cassin.  Before  the  contracts' were  signed,  and  at 
the  very  time  when  the  whole  matter  was  suspended,  Mr.  Bowen  died 
quite  unexpectedly.  I  was  aware  that  Mr.  Bowen's  estate  woold  hare 
to  be  settled,  and  I  was  compelled  to  make  some  financial  arrange- 
ment in  reference  to  the  collection  of  my  bills  here.  I  gave  Mr. 
George  Gideon  some  bills  to  collect,  or  at  least  I  gave  him  one.  I 
do  not  recollect  of  giving  him  more  than  that.  Mr.  Wendell  had  a 
much  larger  amount  to  collect  for  me.  Mr.  McGuire  has  also,  I 
think,  acted  in  that  capacity.  On  all  three  gentlemen,  particnlarlj 
Mr.  Wendell,  I  have  drawn  for  advances  on  the  bills  before  they 
became  due,  and  have  authorized  them  to  collect  the  bills  from  the 
government,  particularly  where  the  appropriations  had  been  ex- 
hausted as  they  were  about  this  time  last  year. 

Questfon.  When  did  Mr.  Wendell  first  commence  to  act  for  the  firm 
of  Bowen  &  Cassin  ? 

Answer.  At  a  very  early  period. 

Question.  Was  it  before  the  first  contract  had  been  awarded? 
Answer.  No,  sir ;  long  afler  that. 

Question.  How  did  you  get  that  work  from  government;  by  bids 
from^  advertisement ;  or  in  what  way  ? 

Answer.  Entirely  through  bids  on  advertisement. 
Question.  Did  you  have  any  agent  in  Washington  before  you  got 
your  contract,  or  while  your  bids  were  pending  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Had  you  any  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Wendell  before  that 
time? 

Answer.  I  knew  Mr.  Wendell,  through  Mr.  McGuire,  for  several 
years  before.  Mr.  McGuire  has  been  an  acquaintance  of  mine,  I  ap- 
pose, for  twenty  years.  i 

Question.  Had  you  any  personal  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Seaman 
before  that  contract  was  awarded  ? 
Answer.  None  whatever. 

Question.  Had  you  any  personal  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Gideon 
before  that  time  ? 

Answer.  None  whatever.  | 

Question.  Will  you  state  what  percentage  you  have  paid  on  the     f 

contracts  you  have  received  from  the  government  during  Mr.  Seaman's     | 

superintendency  to  those  gentlemen,  or  to  any  other  gentleman  in  the     j 

city  of  Washington,  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  or  any  other  place?  I 

Answer.  I  haare  never  paid  a  percentage  on  work.  I  have  paid  a 
percentage  on  bills  for  which  I  have  received  advances  of  money. 
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Qaestion.  Have  you  paid  no  per  centage  upon  the  contracts? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  not  paid  to  any  parties  in  Washington,  Phila- 
delphia, or  New  York,  a  per  centage  for  obtaining  contracts? 

Answer.  I  have  had  no  arrangement  of  that  kind,  certainly. 

Question.  Will  you  please  state  whether  you  have  paid^  directly  or 
indirectly,  either  in  the  nature  of  a  loan,  gift,  present,  bonus,  or  in 
any  other  way,  any  money  to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  for  Mr.  Seaman's  benefit 
through  other  parties? 

Answer.  I  never  did,  a  single  cent.  And  now  I  beg  leave  to  say 
emphatically  that  I  have  never  paid  one  cent  to  Mr.  Seaman.  I  have 
never  loaned  him  a  single  cent,  and  never  have  received  from  Mr. 
Seaman  any  intimation  of  that  description. 

Question.  What  have  you  paid  in  the  nature  of  commissions  of  any 
character  to  parties  acting  as  your  agents  in  Washington  ? 

Answer.  I  remember  in  one  instance  I  paid  to  Mr.  Gideon  |500, 
I  think  it  was,  upon  a  single  bill  of  |o,600.  I  had  to  have  the  money^ 
and  went  to  Mr.  Wendell  and  to  Mr.  McGuire,  but  they  could  not  raise 
it  for  me.  I  have  paid  money  also  to  Mr.  Wendell,  but  I  understood 
it  to  be,  as  it  certainly  is  to  my  mind,  in  consideration  of  advances, 
interest  and  discount  paid  on  my  bills.  I  will  not  swear  positively 
that  I  ever  paid  to  Mr.  McGuire  for  such  consideration,  but  my  im- 
pression is  that  I  have. 

Question.  How  much  have  you  paid  to  Mr.  Wendell ;  can  you  give 
any  idea? 

Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question.  Have  you  any  memorandum  in  your  books  of  it  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not.     It  will  amount  to  several  thousand  dollars. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  Mr.  Wendell  any  money  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Is  Mr.  Wendell  in  debt  to  you  now  for  money  loaned  or 
otherwise? 

Answer.  Mr.  Wendell  is  indebted  to  me  now,  I  think,  about  $1,200. 
At  the  time  the  deficiency  bill  was  passed  last  spring  I  had  entrusted 
bills  to  Mr.  Wendell  to  a  considerable  amount,  which  then  went  into 
his  hands. 

Question.  In  what  way  did  it  go  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  The  bills  were  assigned  to  Mr.  Wendell.  I  had  received 
acceptances  from  him  to  some  extent,  but  there  was  a  balance  due  me. 

Question.  How  large  a  balance  ? 

Answer.  I  think  about  |l,200  or  |1,500.  I  have  yet  to  ascertain 
the  amount  of  some  charges  which  I  suppose  Mr.  Wendell  will  have 
against  me. 

Question.  How  much  have  you  paid  to  Mr.  McGuire,  Mr.  Gideon, 
and  Mr.  Wendell,  in  your  entire  transactions  with  the  government  in 
respect  to  lithographing  and  coloring  ? 

Answer.  I  really  cannot  tell  exactly  ;  I  suppose  it  would  amount  to 
$5,000. 

Question.  Would  it  not  amount  to  more  than  that? 

Answer.  It  does  strike  me  that  it  would.     I  remember  the  transao- 

20  8 
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tion  with  Mr.  Gideon  particularly,  because  I  thought  |500a?€rj 
heavy  shave  on  |5,500. 

Question  Do  you  know  how  much  was  retained  in  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Wendell  of  the  money  applied  in  the  last  deficiency  bill  to  your 
contract  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  about  $10,000.  There  was  $29,000  and 
some  hundred  dollars  which  was  paid  to  me,  but  a  portion  of  that 
amount  was  left  in  Mr.  Wendell's  hands. 

Question.  Did  you  keep  any  account  of  these  transactions  with  Mr. 
Wendell. 

Answer.  I  did  not. 

Question.  Will  not  your  books  show  these  transactions? 

Answer.  They  will  not.  They  were  mere  cash  l^ransactions,  and  1 
kept  no  account  of  them. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  received  any  money  from  other  parties  for 
contracts  ibr  engraving  or  other  matters  from  the  government? 

Answer.  I  once  had  a  transaction  of  that  kind  some  years  ago. 

Question,  With  whom? 

Answer.  With  Mr.  Duval. 

Questi  n    What  transaction  was  that? 

Answer.  It  was  in  relation  to  Gilliss'  work. 
'   Question.  Did  you  get  the  contract  for  him? 

Answer.  I  merely  exercised  my  influence.  Mr.  Gilliss  himsdf 
seemed  to  have  a  good  deal  to  say  in  reference  to  the  matter.  He  was 
very  much  in  favor  of  the  contract  being  given  to  another  party,  who 
proposed  to  print  in  colors,  which,  in  my  opinion,  he  scarcely  under- 
stood how  to  do.  At  any  rate  1  was  very  much  opposed  to  that  kind 
of  art  in  oyr  business.  1  had  made  a  proposal  for  myself,  or  for  the 
firm,  to  do  the  plates  for  the  work,  but  did  not  get  it ;  our  price  was 
too  high.  When  I  found  I  could  not  get  it  myself,  I  wanted  soma 
parties  should  get  it  who  would  do  the  work  in  a  suitable  manner. 
Mr.  Duval  proposed  for  a  small  matter,  I  think  it  was  five  percent, 
on  this  contract,  that  I  should  use  my  infiuence  in  getting  it  for  him. 
I  did  succeed  in  petting  it  for  him,  and  received  that  per  cent., 
although  my  principal  object  was  to  prevent  these  things  from  being 
printed  in  colors. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  how  much  you  received  from  Mr.  Dural? 

Answer.  I  do  not.     It  was  $300  or  $400,  or  some  small  matter.  U 
was  5  per  cent,  on  the  contract  for  birds  only.    I  think  Mr.  Duval  did 
a  large  amount  of  the  work  on  Gilliss*  report,  but  what  I  received  hid  i 
reference  only  to  the  plates  of  birds,  and  it  was  a  mere  gratuity  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Duval — in  fact,  I  did  not  ask  him  for  it. 

Question.   Was  that  amount  paid  in  one  or  two  payments? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  paid  in  two  or  three  notes,  but  my  imprea- 
sion  is  the  amount  altogether  was  only  $600. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  procured  any  printing  or  work  for  Sinclair 
&Co. 

Answer.  I  have  not.  i^ 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  other  transactions  of  that  kind    ff, 
with  any  other  houses?  k 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  any  other  similar  transactions  at  preeeni    <)^ 
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I  may  have  recommended  Mr.  Sinclair,  but  I  am  sure  he  never  paid 
me  a  cent  for  it. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  intimacy  existed  between  Mr. 
McGuire  and  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Question.  Do  yon  know  whether  any  such  intimacy  existed  between 
Mr.  Wendell  and  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  know  that  there  was  an  official  connexion  between  them. 
That  is  all  I  know  in  relation  to  the  matter. 

Question.  Will  not  the  amount  you  have  paid  to  Mr.  Wendell 
during  these  transactions  amount,  in  the  aggregate,  to  as  much  as 
17,000. 

Answer.  I  am  disposed  to  think  that  to  Mr.  Wendell  alone  it  would 
amount  somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  |5,000  ;  perhaps  between 
15,000  and  $7,000. 

Question.  Do  you  not  think  it  may  perhaps  go  above  |7,000? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  one  else  paying  money  to 
Mr.  Wendell,  Mr.  Gideon,  or  Mr.  Seaman,  for  obtaining  contracts 
from  the  government? 

Answer.  It  strikes  me  that  I  have  seen  such  things  in  the  newspa- 
pers. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  of  that  kind  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  S.  J.  Megargee,  of  Philadel- 
phia? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  Are  you  intimate  with  him? 

Answer.  I  am  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  money  to  him  for  contracts  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  cent. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  moneyed  transactions  with  him 
connected  with  the  government  work  or  business? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  such  transactions  with  Charles 
Megargee? 

Answer.  It  appears  to  me  that  Mr.  Levis,  who  is  in  that  firm, 
once  got  an  acceptance  discounted  for  me  when  I  vas  hard  up  ;  that  is 
all. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  else  about  the  business  conductor 
accounts  of  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  (Mr.  Seaman,) 
that  it  is  important  for  this  committee  to  know,  in  order  to  come  to  a 
just  conclusion  in  this  investigation  ? 

Answer.  It  does  not  occur  to  me  that  I  do. 

Friday  Morkino,  February  18,  1859. 

Jacob  Gideon,  a  witness  called  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Seaman,  was 
duly  sworn,  and  the  questions  were  put  to  him  at  the  suggestion  of 
Mr.  Seaman,  except  those  necessary  to  explain  the  testimony,  which 
were  put  by  the  Chairman. 

Question.  Are  you  a  practical  and  employing  printer? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question .  Will  you  state  whether  if  a  joh  was  sent  to  you  t^  be  exe- 
cuted containing  the  name  of  a  person,  and  on  the  next  day  the  same 
job  was  sent  to  you  to  be  printed  for  another  person,  requiring  altera- 
tions in  the  name  and  residence,  though  the  body  of  the  matter  wai 
the  same,  would  the  universal  custom  of  the  trade  entitle  you  to  re- 
composition,  even  if  the  job  was  sent  to  you  by  the  same  party  seventy- 
one  times,  to  be  executed  each  time  for  a  different  person,  and  inroW- 
ing  an  unlocking  of  the  form  and  a  change  of  name  and  residence  in 
each  case  ? 

Answer.  I  can  tell  what  was  my  own  practice  while  I  carried  on 
the  busincFs  in  Washington,  and  that  extended  over  a  period  of  fiftj 
years,  in  one  capacity  and  another.  When  I  received  two  or  three  or 
more  orders  for  jobs  on  the  same  day,  and  they  required  slight  alteii- 
tions,  I  only  charji^ed  for  the  time  consumed  in  making  the  alterations. 
For  instance,  if  changing  of  the  name  or  place  might  take  a  qaarter 
of  an  hour,  and  perhaps  an  hour,  I  charged  for  that  time  whatever  it 
was.  But  if  orders  for  the  same  work  were  sent  to  me  at  different 
periods,  I  should  think  myself  entitled  to  charge,  and  would  charge, 
lor  a  re-composition  of  the  job.  That  is,  or  was,  the  invariable  pnc- 
tice  while  1  was  in  the  business. 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  there  is  a  law  providing  that  only  one 
composition  shall  be  charged  in  such  cases  for  government  work? 

Answer.  I  understand  there  is  such  a  law,  but  I  was  out  of  buBinees 
before  such  a  law  was  passed. 

Question.  Would  you  charge  for  different  compositions  withontanr 
deduction  if  the  form  was  standing,  and  you  knew  thai  the  same  job 
would  be  ordered  from  day  to  day,  or  from  week  to  week,  from  the 
same  customer  ? 

Answer  1  do  not  think  that  I  should.  When  I  did  work  for  the 
Treasury  Department,  lor  instance,  and  I  did  it  for  a  number  of  yean, 
the  great  bulk  of  their  oflSce  printing  was  the  printing  of  warrant«. 
I  always  kept  those  forms  standing,  for  I  knew  that  they  would  proba- 
bly make  lour,  or  five,  or  six  orders  during  the  year.  I  never  ww 
required  to  make  any  deduction  on  that  account.  If  I  had  type  enongk 
in  my  office  to  keep  a  form  standing  that  was  mv  fat,  because  I  chose 
to  go  to  the  expense  of  buying  type  enough  to  do  so.  Were  I  the 
public  printer  under  the  law  to  which  you  have  referred,  I  should 
keep  the  form  standing,  not  expecting  to  be  paid  except  tor  the  altcrt- 
tions  ;  but  I  am  rusty  in  printing  matters,  having  been  out  of  the 
business  for  ten  years. 

Question.  Suppose  you  were  the  government  printer,  and  an  order 
for  post  office  blanks,  of  which  a  large  amount  are  printed  annnallTf 
were  sent  to  you  from  day  to  day,  and  you  were  required  simply^ 
unlock  the  forms  and  change  the  name  of  the  postmaster  and  the 
place,  would  you  consider  it  just  and  proper  to  charge  for  compoeition 
lor  71  times,  if  71  such  orders  were  given  to  you? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  If  a  new  blank,  not  known  to  the  law  at  the  timeofiti 
passage,  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  you  should  receive  71  different 
orders  at  different  times  for  tb^  said  blank,  with  the  alterations  sped- 
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fled,  would  you  consider  it  customary  to  charge  Tl  compositions  in 
making  up  your  bills  from  day  to  day  ? 

Answer.  That  would  depend  upon  circumstances.  I  might  charge 
them  at  the  different  times  they  came  in  as  separate  jobs  ;  if  all  the 
orders  came  together  I  would  not  charge  them  as  separate  jobs  ;  nor 
would  I  if  they  came  in  within  a  period  of  three,  four,  or  five  con- 
6ecutive  days.  If  one  job  were  to  come  to-day,  another  next  week, 
and  another  the  week  after,  and  so  on,  I  should  think  myself  entitled 
to  separate  composition. 

Question.  If  those  71  orders  were  all  from  the  same  firm,  with  the 
alteration  only  of  name  and  place,  or  if  such  alterations  should  be  sent 
in  from  the  same  party  within  a  week  or  ten  days,  would  you  charge 
71  compositions? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.     I  rather  think  I  should  if  I  could. 

Question.  Would  that  be  the  custom  of  the  trade? 

Answer.  I  think  it  would  be.  Until  the  printing  of  the  department 
became  so  large  as  it  is  at  present,  there  was  no  office  in  Washington 
which  could  keep  a  job  of  any  magnitude  standing  in  type,  and, 
consequently,  we  were  obliged  in  many  instances  to  distribute  the 
form,  although  we  knew  it  would  soon  have  to  be  set  up  again. 

Question.  How  long  since  you  left  the  business? 

Answer.  About  ten,  years  ago. 

William  E.  Imlet  sworn  : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  At  Pomfort,  Connecticut. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  supplying  the  government 
with  paper  under  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  had  for  one  year. 

Question.  State  what  contract  you  had  in  your  name,  and  for  what 
class  of  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  had  a  contract  for  supplying  45  and  52  pound  paper. 

Question.  State  how  you  got  that  contract,  the  circumstances 
attending  it,  how  it  was  first  brought  about,  how  you  became 
acquainted  with  Mr.  Seaman,  &c. 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  came  to  our  place  some  time  in  the  year  before 
the  contract  was  made,  along  in  the  summer.  He  was  going  through 
the  New  England  States  visiting  the  different  mills.  He  called  upon;,us 
at  that  time.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  he  introduced  himself  or  not. 
I  took  him  to  the  mill  and  showed  it  to  him,  and  after  that  we  made 
the  contract. 

Question.  State  what  that  contract  was. 

Answer.  He  agreed,  in  conversation  with  me,  that  I  could  have  the 
contract  ior  a  certain  sum  of  money  per  year. 

Question.  State  what  was  the  agreement  between  Mr.  Seaman  and 
yourself. 

Answer.  He  said  he  thought  the  contract  would  be  worth  about 
$7,0(30  a  year,  and  I  agreed  to  give  it  to  him.  I  then  bid  for  the 
contract  and  obtained  it.  I  then  proposed  to  my  lather  to  place 
|7,000  at  my  disposal.  The  contract  was  taken  in  my  name.  My 
father  and  myself  were  acting  together,  though  there  was  no  written 
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partnership  between  us.  In  taking  the  contract  I  took  it  for  him  in 
a  measure,  as  he  controlled  the  property.  He  had  no  knowledge  of 
the  nature  of  the  contract  I  made  with  Mr.  Seaman,  and  when  I  after- 
wards applied  to  him  for  the  money  to  use  for  that  purpose  he  wanted 
to  understand  what  it  was  for.  I  did  not  choose  to  explain  it.  He 
was  an  old  man,  and  I  did  not  want  to  trouble  him  about  it ;  bat  be 
refused  to  give  me  the  money  because  he  did  not  exactly  understand 
for  what  purpose  I  wanted  it.  The  contract  was  not  fulfilled  in  re- 
gard to  giving  the  |7,000  afterwards. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  money  was  paid  to  Mr.  Sea- 
man, or  toother  parties,  believing  it  to  be  for  Mr.  Seaman's  benefit' 

Answer.  Of  my  own  knowledge  I  do  not  know  of  any  money  being 
paid  directly  to  him.  I  only  know  that  Mr.  Augustus  Smith,  of  the 
nrm  of  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.,  of  New  York,  afterwards  worked  him- 
self in  with  Mr.  Seaman,  and  I  understood  from  a  conversation  I  had 
with  my  father  afterwards  that  they  were  constantly  trying  to  extract 
money  from  him,  to  be  paid  upon  the  government  contracts.  Thej 
had  certain  contracts  of  their  own  at  that  time,  and  they  worked 
themselves  into  this  contract  which  was  originally  given  to  me. 

Question.  They  were  your  commission  merchants? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  your  father  pay  anything?     ^ 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  any  notes  were  sent  to  your  father 
to  be  signed  upon  that  contract? 

Answer.  Mr.  Augustus  Smith  wrote  him  a  note  requesting  him  to 
sign  a  draft  for  $10,000,  payable  to  Mr.  Eichells,  who  was  a  clerk  for 
that  firm  at  that  time. 

Question.  Did  your  father  make  those  notes? 

Answer.  I  urged  him  not  to  make  them,  and  I  do  not  suppose  he 
did.     My  impression  is,  they  were  never  made. 

Question.  Did  your  father  at  that  time  express  any  feeling  npon 
the  subject  of  the  taxes  they  were  levying  or  trying  to  levy  upon  him? 

Answer.  He  did  ;  he  considered  it  a  game  worked  up  to  make  him 
pay  for  a  benefit  they  were  deriving.  He  objected  to  paying  any 
money  as  a  bonus  for  getting  the  contract. 

Question.  Your  father  is  since  deceased? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  borrowed  any  money 
from  your  father  ? 

Answer.  He  did. 

Question.  What  amount  ? 

Answer.  My  impression  is  that  it  was  between  three  and  fivethon- 
sand  dollars. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  it  has  been  paid? 

Answer.  I  think  my  father  told  me  a  portion  of  it  was  paii. 
Whether  the  whol6  of  it  has  been  paid  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  it  was  borrowed — directly,  or  throngh 
Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.? 

Answer.  It  was  borrowed  directly,  and  was  looked  upon  by  my 
father  as  an  out-and-out  loan. 
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Qaestion.  Do  you  know  how  these  contracts  are  usually  secured 
from  the  Superintendent? 

Answer.  By  bids. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  peculiar  as  to  the  manner  of 
making  those  bids? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  positively  that  I  do.  There  were  other  wayfl 
of  getting  them  than  by  direct  bids. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  customary  for  parties  to 
send  in  blank  bids,  to  be  filled  in  at  the  office,  in  order  to  cover  up 
transactions  ? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been  done,  but  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

Question.  Have  you  any  reason  for  believing  that  things  of  that 
kind  were  done  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  Was  such  a  plan  suggested  to  you? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
L  Question.  By  whom? 

Answer.  By  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  To  whom  was  this  $7,000  to  be  paid  ? 

Answer.  To  Mr.  Seaman  directly. 

Question.  Were  you  aware  of  any  arrangement  by  which  one  cent 
per  pound  on  the  paper  was  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  such  contract  was  ever  made. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  of  an  effort  upon  the  part  of 
Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  to  make  a  charge  of  that  sort? 

Answer.  I  heard  my  father  frequently  speak  of  it,  and  I  urged  him 
never  to  submit  to  it. 

Question.  Was  there  any  arrangement  between  your  father  and  Mr. 
Seaman  for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  Wendell's  name  was  never  spoken  of. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Did  you  hear  the  name  of  Campbell, 
Hall  &  Co.  connected  with  that  contract  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Had  you  a  written  contract  with  Mr. 
Seaman  in  reference  to  the  payment  of  that  $7,000  bonus  for  the 
contract  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  suppose  Mr.  Seaman  would  not  like  to  have  it 
in  writing. 

Question.  Were  you  not  satisfied  that  the  reason  why  the  contract 
passed  into  the  hands  of  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  was  because  yon 
refused  to  pay  the  |7,000? 

Answer.  Perfectly  satisfied  of  i* . 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  This  contract  or  business  with  the 
government  was  done  through  the  hands  of  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co. 
What  circumstance  led  your  father  to  transact  his  business  through 
them  ? 

Answer.  My  father  was  involved  and  was  heavily  indebted  to  them, 
and  he  was  obliged  to  be  in  their  power  for  some  length  of  time. 
They  controlled  him  in  a  measure.  He  could  not  get  away  from 
them. 

Question.  Then  you  believe  that  the  influence  they  had  over  your 
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iather  growing  out  of  that  circumstaoce  was  the  reason  why  this 
contract  passed  through  their  hands  as  his  commission  merchants  ? 

Answer.  Yes  sir. 

Question.  Was  there  not  prior  to  that  a  contract  between  your 
father  and  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  that  they  were  to  sell  and  to  haTe 
a  commission  upon  all  the  paper  manufactured  by  your  father  which 
they  sold  outsido  of  the  State  of  Connecticut? 

Answer.  There  was  ;  and  he  was  in  their  power  for  money  which 
they  had  advanced,  and  that  contract  existed  during  the  time  he  sup- 
plied paper  to  the  government. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  paper  manufacturers  who  have 
paid  Mr  Seaman  a  bonus  for  contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman  inform  you  at  the  time  the  contract  was 
made  that  such  contracts  usually  paid,  and  that  they  could  not  be  had 
without  pay  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  he  did. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Did  he  tell  you  that  it  was  customary 
to  pay  for  contracts  ? 

Answer.  He  said  the  contract  was  worth  about  so  much.  Figuring 
up  the  full  commission  of  paper  men  in  New  Tork^  he  said  if  he  took 
half  it  would  be  doing  remarkably  well  for  us. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Then  he  made  out  the  amount  of 
$7,000  as  half  commission? 

Answer.  Our  commissions  to  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  amounted  to 
$20,000  a  year. 

Question.  Did  not  the  payment  of  this  bonus  of  $7,000  enable  yoa' 
in  some  way  to  charge  the  government  more  for  the  paper  than  you 
CFtherwise  would  have  charged  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  the  government  would  never  be  the  loser  by  it. 
The  loss  would  fall  upon  the  manulacturer. 

Question.  Then  why  was  it  that  proposals  were  sent  in  blank  to  be 
filled  up  here  in  the  office  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say,  except  that  contracts  had  to  be  made  upon 
bids.  The  government  would  not  be  the  loser,  because  the  paper  had 
to  be  equal  in  quality  to  the  advertised  sample. 

Question.  But  if  you  had  not  paid  a  bonus  you  could  have  supplied 
the  paper  cheaper? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Was  there  paper  manufactured  and 
received  here  much  inferior  to  sample  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  it  was.  The  paper  was  kept  up  to  the 
sample.  The  sample  sheet  was  always  kept  before  the  manufacturer, 
and  the  paper  was  kept  as  near  to  it  as  possible.  At  times  the  water 
might  tinge  the  paper  a  little,  but  not  often. 

[The  above  testimony  was  read  over  to  Mr.  Seaman  by  the  direction 
of  the  committee,  and  Mr.  Seaman  said  he  had  no  questions  to  put  to 
the  witness.] 
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George  R.  Riddle,  a  witness  called  upon  the  request  of  Mr.  Seaman, 
was  s^orn,  and  the  questions  were  put  to  the  witness  upon  the  sugges- 
tion of  Mr.  Seaman,  except  such  as  were  necessary  to  explain  the 
testimony,  which  questions  were  put  by  the  Chairman. 

Question.  Were  you  during  the  thirty-third  Congress  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Engraving  of  the  House  of  Representatives? 

Answer.  I  was  during  part  of  the  thirty-second  and  during  all  the 
thirty-third  Congress. 

Question.  Please  state  how  the  contracts  for  engraving  and  other 
work  of  that  character  were  given  out. 

Answer.  I  think  during  the  time  I  was  chairman  of  that  committee 
no  heavy  contracts  were  let.  The  Pacific  Railroad  Reports  were  or- 
dered to  be  printed  while  I  was  in  Congress,  but  the  contracts  for 
engraving  were  made  after  my  time  had  expired.  The  only  heavy 
contract  let  during  my  time  was  engravings  for  the  first  and  second 
volumes  of  Qiiliss'  Report;  and  it  was  the  invariable  rule  of  the 
committee,  according  to  a  resolution  which  I  prepared  at  the  instance 
of  Senator  Johnson,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Engraving  of 
the  Senate,  to  require  the  Superintundent  of  Public  Printing  to  notify 
the  engravers,  on  a  list  which  we  furnished  him,  in  the  cities  of  New 
York,  Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  Boston,  and  Washington,  that  certain 
work  was  to  be  executed,  and  to  invite  bids.  The  proposals  were 
opened  in  our  presence.  This  was  required  by  Mr.  Simmons,  Mr. 
Walsh,  and  myself.  The  first  contract  we  let  was  for  work  for  the 
Patent  Office  Report.  We  took  the  average  bid  of  the  three  best  bid- 
ders, and  divided  the  workamong  those  three  persons.  The  contractor 
here  failed  to  furnish  his  quantity  in  time,  and  we  took  the  woi  k  away 
from  him  and  gave  it  to  a  man  in  Philadelphia  ;  but  we  required  the 
Commissioner  of  Patents,  or  Mr,  Brown,  a  man  in  the  Patent  Office,  to 
approve  the  work.  In  reference  to  the  heavy  work  for  Gilliss'  Re- 
port, at  my  request  Secretary  Dobbin  authorized  Lieut.  Gilliss  to  visit 
the  cities  of  Baltimore.  Philadelphia,  New  York,  and  Boston,  to  test 
the  works  of  artists  and  to  get  propositions  for  executing  the  work. 
He  came  to  me  with  the  proposals  and  submitted  them  to  me.  We 
then  agreed  upon  the  persons  who  should  execute  the  work,  and  I 
authorized  either  him  or  Mr.  Seaman,  I  do  not  recollect  which,  to 
make  contracts  with  those  persons,  and  the  work  was  subject  to  the 
approval  ot  one  of  them.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  third  volume 
of  Gilliss'  Report. 

Question.  State  the  name  of  the  contractor  in  Washington  from 
whom  you  took  the  contract  in  consequence  of  the  non-performance  of 
the  work  on  the  Agricultural  Report? 

Answer.  It  was  Mr.  Giaham,  I  think.  Before  I  was  appointed  upon 
that  committee  there  were  no  regular  entries  made  of  the  doings  ot  the 
committee  ;  I  went  to  Mr.  Hammond,  of  Missouri,  and  ho  induced 
me  to  take  his  place  upon  the  committee  ;  he  served  upon  the  com- 
mittee but  I  acted  as  chairman  ;  I  then  opened  regular  books  and  had 
all  resolutions  entered  in  it. 

Question.  Did  you  authorize  the  Superintendent,  or  any  one  e's^,  to 
let  contracts  during  vacation  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not ;  our  authority  as  a  committee  ceased  on  the 
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fourth  of  March,  and  all  those  having  contracts  were  made  after  Heft 
Congress. 

Question.  You  left  Congress  on  March,  1855? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  the  Committee  on  Engraving  exercise  the  entireooD- 
trol  of  this  work  during  the  sitting  of  Congress,  or  did  they  at  any 
time  give  any  discretionary  power  to  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing  to  let  the  work? 

Answer.  As  far  as  the  letting  of  contracts  was  concerned  the  com- 
mittee were  particularly  careful  not  to  let  either  Mr.  Seaman  or  his 
predecessor  select  the  contractors  ;  but  I  am  under  the  impression  that 
we  allowed  them  to  approve  the  work,  thinking  they  were  better 
qualified  to  do  that  than  we  were  ;  I  think  the  work  was  to  be  done 
to  their  satisfaction. 

Question.  Did  you  select  the  engravers  and  lithographers  to  do  tbe 
work? 

Answer.  We  did. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Seaman,  as  Superintendent,  at  any  time  mani&it 
any  anxiety  to  secure  work  to  any  particular  engravers  or  litho- 
graphers ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  he  manifested  any  particular  anxiety ; 
I  think  he  suggested  several  individuals  whose  work,  he  said,  wai 
superior. 

Question.  Can  you  mention  the  names  of  any  parties  whose  work 
he  suggested  as  being  superior  in  character  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot;  I  think  he  named  one  man  in  Philadelphia, 
but  I  may  be  mistaken. 

Question.  What  was  his  name? 

Answer,  He  was  a  man  who  executed  part  of  the  work  for  6illi«' 
Report. 

Question.  Was  it  Mr.  Duval  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  John  Cassin  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  Mr.  Sinclair? 

Answer.  I  think  that  is  the  name. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  ever  recommended 
the  hous6  of  Duval  &  Co.,  of  Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  he  recommended  Sarony,  Major 
&  Knapp  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Mr.  Ackerraan,  of  New  York? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did  for  the  Coast  Survey  Report.  I  endearored, 
while  in  the  committee,  to  get  rid  of  all  that  work.  I  introduced  a 
resolution  to  transfer  it  to  the  Coast  Survey  Office.  I  oflFered  a  bivdA^x 
resolution  in  reference  to  the  Patent  Office  Report,  but  the  committee 
would  not  listen  to  me. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Duval  &  Co.  were  contractors  for 
government  work  before  Mr.  Seaman  came  into  office? 

Answer.  I  think  they  were.     I  think  they  had  a  contract  to  do  a 
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part  of  the  wcirk  for  the  Patent  Office  Report  under  Mr.  Towers,  the 
former  Superintendent. 

Question.  Do  you  know  when  Mr.  Seaman  came  into  office? 

Answer.  I  think  he  was  appointed  to  the  office  upon  the  meeting 
of  Congress  nexij  after  Mr.  Pierce  came  into  office  I  judge  in  this 
way:  when  his  first  term  expired  I  went  and  recommended  to  the 
President  a  friend  of  mine  for  the  office  ;  and  that  was  just  as  I  was 
going  out  of  Congress. 

Question.  You  think  Mr.  Seaman  came  into  office  in  the  fall  of 
1853? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  at  the  meeting  of  Congress  in  1853. 

Question.  Do  you  know  when  the  engravers  and  lithographers  were 
placed  more  directly  under  the  charge  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say,  but  I  think  it  was  on  the  18th  of  January, 
1855. 

Question.  Was  there  a  resolution  then  passed  placing  them  more 
directly  under  his  supervision? 

Answer.  The  resolution  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  giving  it  one 
construction,  would  place  them  more  directly  under  his  supervision  ; 
but,  according  to  my  construction  of  it,  it  would  not. 

Question.  Will  you  read  it ? 

The  Witness,  ^^ Resolved^  That  hereafter,  when  any  charts,  maps, 
diagrams,  views,  or  otlier  engravings,  shall  be  required  to  illustrate  any 
documents  ordered  to  bo  printed  by  either  house  of  Congress,  such 
engravings  shall  be  procured  by  the  Superintendent  of  the  Pubilc 
Printing,  under  the  supervision  and  direction  of  such  committee  as 
the  House  ordering  the  printing  of  any  such  document  shall  direct." 
We  chose  to  exercise  a  supervision,  and  we  did  it. 

Question.  While  you  were  chairman  of  the  committee  were  all  the 
contracts  for  engraving  and  lithographing  let  directly  by  the  committee 
without  any  interference  upon  the  part  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  without  any  direct  interference.  He  may  have 
recommended  persons,  but  as  a  general  rule  we  allowed  the  authors  of 
the  works  to  select  the  persons. 

Question.  You  mean  during  the  session  ;  but  during  the  vacation 
did  the  Superintendent  let  the  contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  am  under  the  impression  that,  under  another  resolution 
of  the  committee,  the  Superintendent  had,  during  the  last  year  I  was 
upon  the  committee,  power  to  make  contracts  in  vacation. 

Question.  Then,  under  a  general  resolution  passed  by  the  commit- 
tees, the  Superintendent  had  power,  after  a  certain  time,  to  make 
contracts  for  work  ? 

Answer.  My  impression  is,  that  I  drew  up  such  a  resolution  for  both 
committees,  and  that  it  passed  the  committees,  allowing  the  Superin- 
tendent in  vacation  to  contract  for  any  work  which  was  necessary  ;  but 
I  cannot  say  positively. 

Columbus  Denham,  a  witness  called  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Seaman, 
was  duly  sworn,  and  the  questions  were  put  to  him  at  the  suggestion 
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of  Mr.  Seaman,  except  those  necessary  to  explain  the  testimony,  which 
were  put  by  the  Chairman. 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Washington. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 

Answer.  I  am  a  bookbinder. 

Question.  Were  you  engaged  in  binding  for  the  last  House  of  Bcp- 
resentatives? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How? 

Answer.  As  foreman,  or  as  sub-contractor,  of  Joseph  R.  Willianw. 

Question.  State  to  the  committee  how  many  copies  of  the  Kansai 
Report  were  bound  and  delivered. 

Answer.  Twenty  thousand. 

Question.  Where  were  they  delivered? 

Answer.  Under  the  direction  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Print- 
ing, at  the  folding  room. 

Question    Was  the  actual  delivery  made  at  the  folding  room? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  at  least,  I  always  instructed  my  men  to  carry 
them  to  the  folding  room,  and  I  presume  they  did. 

Question.  Can  you  state,  of  your  own  knowledge,  that  that  whole 
number  was  bound  and  delivered? 

Answer.  I  should  rather  say  they  were.  My  men  always  brought 
back  the  receipt  of  the  Superintendent, 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  the  whole  number  were  bound? 

Answer  They  were,  to  within  some  two  hundred  volumes.  I  com- 
menced binding  them  in  August,  and  the  great  bulk  of  them  were 
finished  in  September.  Three  or  four  hundred  were  then  left,  which 
were  not  delivered  until  the  following  March.  Of  that  four  hundred 
some  were  delivered  to  me  in  sheets  by  the  printer,  some  bound,  and 
some,  if  ray  memory  serves  me  right,  in  orders  from  members. 

Question.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  whole  twenty 
thcu^4and  copies  were  not  bound? 

Answer.  All  bound  to  within  two  hundred. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Nalley,  Mr. 
WendelTs  binder,  upon  that  subject? 

Answer.  Only  this  morning. 

Question.  Did  you  not  have  a  conversation  with  him  upon  that 
subject  some  time  since? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  recollect  of. 

Question.  Did  you  not,  in  a  conversation  with  him,  complain  thai 
the  whole  number  had  not  been  sent  to  you,  and  that  you  could  nol 
get  the  pay  for  binding  the  same? 

Answer.  I  might  have  done  so  between  August  and  March,  1851 
and  1858. 

Question  State  whether  the  precise  number  bound  stand  charged 
upon  your  books. 

Answer.  They  are  all  charged  upon  my  books  as  bound. 

Question.  And  did  you  receive  a  certificate  for  binding  the  entire 
twenty  thousand? 

Answer.  1  did. 


TESTIMONY.  317 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  you  received  a  certificate  for  bind- 
ing the  entire  twenty  thousand,  knowing  that  a  number  had  not  been 
bound,  and  that  there  were  nearly  five  hundred  short? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  delivered  them  all  bound. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  between  four  hundred  and  fifty 
and  five  hundred  copies  of  the  Kansas  Report  were  never  printed  nor 
bound,  and  that  the  number  was  made  up  by  an  exchange  with  Pouth- 
ern  members,  giving  them  Patent  Office  Reports  instead  thereof? 

Answer.  There  is  a  matter  I  forgot,  and  I  thank  you  for  bringing 
it  to  my  mind.  The  last  delivery  I  made  in  September,  previous  to 
those  (in  the  neighborhood  of  four  hundred)  which  I  delivered  in 
March,  was  six  hundred  volumes,  and  it  strikes  me  now  that  I  deliv- 
ered Agricultural  Reports — whether  it  was  four  hundred  or  six  hun- 
dred I  cannot  say — in  lieu  of  the  Kansas  documents.  I  understood 
there  was  an  exchange  with  southern  members. 

Question.  Who  made  that  exchange? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Nalley  did  it,  as  agent  of  the 
public  printer? 

Answer.  I  presume  so,  but  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  bound  copies  of  the  Kansas  Report  to  the 
same  members  who  took  those  five  hundred  or  six  hundred  copies  of 
the  Patent  Office  Report  in  their  stead  ? 

Answer.  No ;  I  delivered  Agricultural  Reports  in  lieu  thereof.  I 
will  say  that  six  hundred  volumes  was  my  last  delivery  in  Sep- 
tember, and  I  think  I  can  say  positively  that  there  were  19,000  and 
some  odd  hundred  bound  copies  of  the  Kansas  Report  delivered. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  your  account  for  tnnding  the  Agri- 
cultural Reports  was  ever  credited  with  the  number  of  Agricultural 
Reports  thus  exchanged  for  the  Kansas  Report? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  positively. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  you  received  a  certificate  for  bind- 
ing the  entire  number  of  the  Kansas  Report  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  but  I  will  remark  that  I  bound  the  entire  num- 
ber of  the  Agricultural  Report  ordered;  that  was  210,000. 

Question.  Who  paid  you  for  the  extra  binding? 

Answer.  It  was  paid  by  the  Superintendent's  office,  as  a  matter  of 
course. 

Question.  Then  you  got  a  certificate  from  the  Superintendent  for  all 
the  copies  bound  of  the  Agricultural  Report? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  What  number  over  the  order  were 
bound  ? 

Answer.  In  the  neighborhood  of  600;  but  my  memory  is  not  clear 
upon  that  subject. 

Question.  There  were  then  600  Kansas  Reports  you  did  not  bind ; 
the  600  in  lieu  of  which  Agricultural  Reports  were  delivered? 

Answer.  About  that  number.  In  the  last  lot  I  had  there  were  some 
bound  copies  delivered  to  me  by  the  printer  as  for  Kansas  R-ports. 

Qucbtion.  Did  you  '•eceive  pay  for  binding  more  than  210,000  copies 
of  the  Agricultural  Report  ? 
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Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  The  pay,  then,  you  did  receive  all  round  was  the  pay  yon 
would  have  been  entitled  to  receive  if  you  had  bound  the  whole  of  the 
Kansas  Reports  ? 

Answer.  That  is  all. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairraan.)  Have  you  your  books  convenient  in 
this  city  ? 

Answer.  I  have  my  receipt  book  and  the  rough  minutes  I  kept. 
X^uestion.  Who  paid  for  the  binding  of  the  extra  copies  of  the  Agri- 
oultural  Report  ? 

Answer.  They  were  paid  for  in  lieu  of  the  Kansas  Reports. 

Question.  Then,  if  I  understand  your  testimony,  it  is  that  you  did 
not  receive  pay  for  binding  the  copies  of  the  Kansas  Report  which 
were  exchanged  for  the  Agricultural  Report? 

Answer.  I  received  pay  for  binding  210,000  copies  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Report  and  20,000  copies  of  the  Kansas  Report. 

Question.  But  you  say  that  600  copies  of  the  Agricultural  Report 
were  bound  and  paid  for,  which  were  taken  in  exchange  for  the  Kansas 
Reports.     How  were  they  bound,  and  who  paid  for  the  binding? 

Answer.  They  were  bound  and  went  to  make  up  the  20,000  copies 
of  the  Kansas  Report,  and  were  paid  for  by  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing  as  Kansas  Reports. 

Question.  Then,  in  addition  to  the  210,000  copies  of  the  Agricul- 
tural Report  which  you  bound,  you  bound  600  copies,  instead  of  that 
number  of  Kansas  Reports? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Where  did  you  get  the  600  copies  to  bind  ? 

Answer.  They  were  delivered  to  me  by  the  public  printer. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  general  management 
of  the  business  of  the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  only  so  far  as  my  own  business  was  concerned. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  in  regard  to  it  which  it  is 
important  for  this  committee  to  know,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  just 
conclusion  in  the  investigation  in  which  they  are  engaged,  either  for 
or  against  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not.  He  always  made  me  walk  a  chalk-Iiue.  I 
sometimes  thought  he  did  it  arbitrarily. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  give  him  any  consideration  to  be  liberal 
with  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  I  never  exchanged  a  word  with  him  about 
money. 

William  H.  Nalley,  a  witness,  called  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Seamw, 
was  duly  sworn,  and  the  questions  were  put  to  him  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Seaman,  except  those  necessary  to  explain  the  testimony,  which 
were  put  by  the  Chairman. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 
Answer.  I  am  a  bookbinder. 
Question.  Where  do  you  reside? 
Answer.  In  Washington. 
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Question.  Have  yoa  been  doing  business  for  the  gOTernment  as 
bookbinder,  and  superintending  work? 

Answer.  I  have  done  work  as  agent  of  Mr.  Wendell,  Mr.  Nichol- 
son, and  Mr.  Harris. 

Question.  Please  state  at  what  time  you  became  the  agent  of  Judge 
Nicholson  ? 

Answer.  Some  time  in  the  latter  part  of  the  year  1854. 

Question.  Was  that  before  or  after  the  departmental  binding  was 
placed  under  the  charge  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  Afterwards. 

Question.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the  prices  of  departmental 
binding  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  In  making  my  charges  for  work  I  had  to  refer  to  the  con- 
tingent expenses,  as  published  by  the  different  departments,  and  took 
my  prices  from  them. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  the  prices  for  departmental  binding 
was  fixed  when  that  work  was  placed  under  the  charge  of  the  Super- 
intendent of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  I  remember  that  a  list  of  prices  was  brought  to  me  to  be 
governed  by  soon  after  I  commenced  business. 

Question.  Have  you  got  that  list  with  you? 

Answer.  I  have  had  a  copy  of  the  list  made  out,  and  I  brought  it 
with  me. 

Question.  State  to  the  committee  by  whose  direction  it  was  furnished 
to  you  ? 

Answer.  The  Superintendent,  Mr.  Seaman,  brought  it,  and  placed 
it  in  my  hands.     That  was  the  first  that  I  saw  of  it. 

Question.  Was  there  any  other  gentleman  who  seemed  to  have 
charge  of  that  matter? 

Answer.  I  did  not  recognize  any  other  person. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  a  letter  from  any  of  the  heads  of  depart- 
ments, stating  that  the  price  was  fixed  lor  binding? 
^  Answer.  No,  sir;  from  no  one  except  from  Mr.  Seaman  himself, 
who  gave  me  the  letter  and  a  list  of  prices. 

Question.  Did  you  get  the  letter  from  the  Land  Office? 

Answer.  I  had  a  copy  of  it  made  at  the  Land  Office. 

Question.  From  whom  did  you  get  it? 

Answer.  From  Mr.  De  Kraft,  a  clerk  in  the  Land  Office,  from 
whom  I  get  .all  my  orders  for  binding. 

Question.  How  do  you  know  that  it  is  a  copy  of  any  particular 
letter  ? 

Answer.  Because  in  paying  my  bill  he  referred  to  the  list  of  prices. 

Question.  Please  read  the  letter. 

The  letter  was  read,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy  : 


n 

tabl 
printiu 


** Washington,  D.  C,  Novembers,  1855. 

My  Dbar  Sir  :  I  enclose  to  you  herewith  a  statement  of  prices  es- 
ishei  by  the  Superintendent  of  the  Public  Printing  to  be  paid  for 
itiug,  binding,  &c.,  blank  books,  &c.      The  exammation  made  of 
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the  Rtatement  seems  to  establish  its  justice,  and  therefore  to  make  it  a 
standard  reference  in  settling  all  bills  for  work  ordered  by  you. 
"  Truly  yours, 

''SIDNEY  WEBSTEB." 

**  Hon.  Thomas  A.  Hendricks." 

Question.  Please  state  whether  that  list  of  prices  established  by  the 
Superintendent  is  higher  or  lower  than  the  prices  which  prevailed 
belbre  that  list  was  published  by  the  Superintendent. 

Answer.  I  cannot  state  positively,  but  by  a  reference  to  the  pub- 
lished documents  oF  the  departments  I  find  that  my  charges  there  in 
some  cases  are  much  less  than  had  been  charged  theretofore.  When 
I  have  not  known  the  exact  charge  to  make  I  have  gone  to  the  per- 
sons who  gave  me  the  work  and  they  gave  me  the  prices  theretofore 
paid,  and  I  never  charged  much  less  than  they  had  been  payinj^,  b^ 
cause  1  thought  my  work  was  done  as  well  and  appeared  as  gooda« 
that  of  any  one  else.    I  never  knowingly  charged  over  their  prices. 

Question.  Do  you  do  departmental  binding  now? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.   What  are  the  ruling  prices? 

Answer.  The  same  prices  that  that  list  established. 

Question.   Do  the  departments  pay  those  prices  now? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  and  always  refer  to  that  list  to  see  whether  my 
charges  agree  with  the  list. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  difficulty  which 
occurred  in  reference  to  the  Kansas  Report  ? 

Answer.  I  did  know  considerable  about  it ;  but  it  occurred  so  long 
since  that  it  lias  escaped  my  memory. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  whole  number  of  that  report 
was  printed? 

Anstver.  I  feel  confident  in  my  own  mind  that  the  whole  number 
was  printed. 

Question.    Do  you  know  whether  they  were  all  bound  or  not? 

Answer.  I  know  there  was  a  discrepancy  of  aliont  460  copies  be- 
tween the  binder  and  myself.  I  always  got  receipts  for  all  that  was 
printed  under  Mr.  Wendell's  superintendency.  It  was  my  duty  to 
get  receipts ;  but  that  document  unfortunately  run  short,  but  it  was 
not  over  500  cojiies  ;  and  the  only  way  I  could  account  for  it  wad  in 
the  loose  way  in  which  they  were  kept.  They  were  kept  in  Naylor's 
building  when  Mr.  Wendell  carried  on  his  business  there.  There 
was  a  great  deal  of  running  in  and  out,  and  those  signatures  could  b» 
easily  be  taken  out  as  not.  There  were  four  or  five  signatures  short. 
There  was  a  great  number  of  other  signatures  left  over,  more  th»n 
enough  to  make  up  the  complete  copies,  and  to  make  up  the  de- 
ficiency. I  endeavored  to  exchange,  through  Mr.  Babcock,  who  was 
then  in  the  folding  room,  the  Agricultural  Report  of  the  Patent 
Office,  of  which  I  had  a  surplus,  for  them.  He  finally  did  exchange 
them  with  some  southern  members.  He  exchanged  a  sufficient 
quantity  to  make  up  the  entire  number. 

Question.   How  did  you  exchange  those? 
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Answer.  Mr.  Mulloy  undertook  to  write  to  some  members  aboat  it. 
Question,    Did  you  take  bound  copies  of  the  Agricultural  Report 
and  exchange  them  for   those  copies  which  were  due   to  southern 
members  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  in  a  good  many  instances. 
Question.  Where  did  you  get  those  extra  copies  of  tlie  Agricultural 
Report? 

Answer.  They  were  printed  over  and  above  the  required  number. 
Question.  Who  bound  them? 
Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Did  Denhara  or  his  agent  bind  them  ? 
Answer.  I  think  that  was  the  year  previous. 
Question.  Then  they  were  bound  by  yourself. 
Answer.    I  think  so. 

Question.    Bound  by  yourself  in  place  of  the  Kansas  Reports  ? 
Answer.    Yes,  sir.  , 

Question.  Your  recc^lection  is,  that  those  bound  copies  were  the  Ag- 
ricultural Report  of  the  previous  year,  and  that  the  whole  exchange 
was  made  by  yourself  for  Wendell  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  those  Kansas  Reports  were  not  all  bound  by  the 
public  binder? 

Answer.  I  recollect  giving  him  some  in  sheets.     How  many  I  do 

not  recollect.  I  gave  Denham  some  bound  copies  to  make  up  his  number. 

Question.  These  exchanges,  then,  were  made  through  the  folding 

room  by  yourself,  in  place  of  the  Kansas  Report,  to  which  they  were 

entitled? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  that  exchange  made  exclusively  by  yourself  for 
Wendell,  or  did  the  books  go  through  the  binder,  and  was  the  ex- 
change made  by  the  binder?  ^ 

Answer.  I  think  I  delivered  the  greater  part  of  the  books  myself.  I 
would  not  be  positive  about  it,  it  has  been  so  long  since. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  hear  Denham  complain  that  those  works 
had  not  been  delivered  at  his  bindery  for  delivery? 

Answer.  He  urged  me  frequently  to  get  it  fixed  up  in  some  way  so 
^hat  he  could  get  his  certificate  for  the  binding. 

Question.  Did  he  complain  that  the  whole  number  had  not  been 
-delivered  ?  Did  he  not  make  a  disturbance  about  the  matter  at  the 
l;ime? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  did.  We  understood  each 
other,  and  worked  together  very  harmoniously;  and  if  there  was  any 
discrepancy  of  that  sort,  we  would  soon  fix  it  up  in  some  way. 

Question.  Did  h   not  complain  that  he  had  not  had  his  full  number? 
Answer.  I  do  not  know  what  you  would  call  complaining.  He  says 
bo  me,  ''fix  it  up." 

Question.  Did  he  not  say  he  had  not  had  his  full  number  to  bind? 
Answer.   I  knew  he  had  not. 

Question.   Then,  in  order  to  fix  it  up,  you  got  the  bound  copies  of 
^ lie  Agricultural  Report  ior  the  precedmg  year,  and   gave  them  to 
outhern  members. 
21  s 
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Answer.  I  gave  them  to  a  young  man  under  Mr.  Babccck,  whowa» 
then  in  the  folding  room.     I  do  not  remember  his  name. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  specially  about  the  management 
of  the  Superintendent's  office  and  his  business? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  up  to  the  office  during  business  hours? 

Answer.  I  have  been  there  at  all  hours. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  delayed  in  your  business  in  any  way  or 
form,  and  was  not  your  business  despatched  regularly? 

Answer.  I  never  was  delayed  at  all. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  To  whom  did  those  Agricultural  Report* 
belong  which  you  exchanged  with  southern  members? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember.  I  have  before  now  received  more  thaa 
600  copies  from  diflferent  persons. 

Question.  Were  not  those  reports  lying  on  hand,  and  did  they  not 
belong  to  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  they  belonged  to  me.  I  have  on  hand  900  copie? 
of  the  Agricultural  Report. 

Question.  Did  the  government  pay  for  binding  them? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  the  government  pay  lor  binding  those  you  gave  ti> 
southern  members? 

Answer.  I  presume  the  government  did  pay  for  them. 

Question.  State  to  the  committee  whether,  when  your  bills  were 
brought  in  for  departmental  binding,  the  Superintendent  did  not 
certify  to  the  account  as  for  books  received,  and  then  you  went  to  the 
department  and  obtained  pay  at  their  prices,  or  whether  you  received 
your  price  from  the  Superintendent's  office  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  there  is  but  one  set  of  prices  ever  required  to  be 
passed  through  the  Superintendent's  office,  and  I  believe  they  had 
to  be  certified  by  the  SuperintendeBt.  That  was  before  this  list  of 
prices  was  handed  to  me. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  parties  getting  any  books  which 
were  bound  at  your  office  before  they  were  delivered  at  the  foldioj 
room? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  never  would,  upon  any  occasion,  let  any  books 
go  out  of  the  office  without  a  written  order  from  the  proper  authority. 

Thomas  H.  Mulloy,  a  witness  called  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Seaman, 
was  duly  sworn,  and  the  questions  were  put  to  him  at  the  suggestioD 
of  Mr.  Seaman,  except  such  as  were  necessary  to  explain  the  testimoDTy 
which  were  put  by  the  Chairman. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  A  bookbinder  by  trade,  but  worked  for  Mr.  Seaman  as  a 
messenger  in  his  office,  an '  a1  the  same  time  examined  the  books  in 
behalf  of  the  government  against  the  contractors,  to  see  if  the  work 
was  done  in  a  business-like  manner. 

Question.  State  to  the  committee  the  manner  in  which  the  books 
were  received  by  the  Superintendent. 

Answer.  I  had  all  the  supervision  of  that  matter  myself.  Mr. 
Lamborn  generally  went  witfi  me,  but  Mr.  Seaman  told  me  thatwher 
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Lamborn  was  absent  I  was  to  inspect  the  books,  take  their  number, 
and  return  a  statement  to  Mr.  Lamborn. 

Question.  Were  the  books  delivered  directly  to  the  folding  rooms 
of  the  House  and  Senate  by  the  binder  ? 

Answer.  They  were  brought  directly  to  the  House,  and  I  received 
them  and  turned  them  over  to  the  House. 

Question.  Did  they  ever  pass  throug;h  the  office  of  the  Superin- 
tendent ? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  Sometimes  the  Superintendent  ordered  me  to 
have  books  brought  down  into  his  room. 

Question.  How  many  did  he  ever  order  to  have  brought  down  ? 

Answer.  He  told  me  he  was  entitled  to  forty  copies  of  each  quarto  ; 
that  Mr.  Lamborn  had  been  attending  to  that ;  and  whenever  he 
wanted  the  volumes  he  would  let  Mr.  Lamborn  know,  and  would 
ordei  them  down. 

Question.  Has  the  mode  of  delivering  books  from  the  binder  been 
changed  by  Mr.  Bowman,  and  in  what  way  ? 

Answer.  It  has  been  changed.  Mr.  Seaman  told  me  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  in  counting  and  delivering  the  books.  Mr. 
Seaman  told  me  to  count  the  books  in  the  wagon,  and  to  turn  them 
over  to  Mr.  Larner.  Now,  when  books  are  delivered,  we  have  a  state- 
ment come  up  with  each  load,  and  we  examine  and  count  the  books 
and  see  if  they  agree  with  the  statement.  If  the  books  delivered 
agree  with  the  statement,  I  take  the  statement  down  to  the  Superin- 
tendent's office. 

Question.  Is  greater  caution  now  exercised  in  receiving  the  books  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  was  very  particular  with  me. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  books  being  taken  out  of  the  wagon 
between  your  office  and  the  folding  room  by  any  person  ? 

Answer.  When  Mr.  Seaman  took  those  quarto  books  which  I  told 
you  of,  the  wagon  would  be  stopped,  and  the  order  given  that  Mr. 
Seaman  wants  so  many  books.  If  there  were  two  hundred  in  the 
wagon,  and  forty  were  delivered  to  Mr.  Seaman,  the  one  hundred  and 
sixty  remaining  would  be  delivered  at  the  folding  room. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  many  copies  of  the  second  volume  of 
the  Japan  Expedition  Mr.  Seaman  took  from  the  wagon  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  but  I  have  seen  that  book  in  Mr.  Seaman's 
office. 

Question.  How  many  copies  of  it  have  you  seen  there? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say.  I  have  seen  them  there.  There  was  a  pile 
of  them  ;  probably  forty,  perhaps  less. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  whole  number  of  the  Kansas 
Report  was  delivered  at  the  folding  room  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

George  Gordon,  a  witness  called  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Seaman, 
was  duly  sworn,  and  the  questions  were  put  to  him  at  the  suggestion 
of  Mr.  Seaman,  except  such  as  were  necessary  to  explain  the  testi- 
mony, which  were  put  by  the  Chairman. 

Question.  State  to  the  committee  your  business. 
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Answer.  When  I  had  charge  of  the  congressional  presses  at  the 
Union  office,  all  the  paper  I  received  and  worked  there  was  good 

Question.  Wait  one  moment.  Tell  us  how  long  you  have  been  con- 
nected with  the  congressional  printing. 

Answer.  About  thirty-six  years. 

Question.  Had  you  charge  of  the  presses  during  Judge  Nicholson's 
contract? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Where  were  they  ? 

Answer.  At  the  Union  office. 

Question.  State  to  the  committee  the  character  of  the  45-pouiid 
paper  furnished  while  you  were  there. 

Answer,  It  was  very  good. 

Question-  Did  you  ever  make  any  complaint  to  any  person  in  regard 
to  its  being  bad  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  anybody  ap 
regards  the  inferior  quality  of  the  paper  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  recollect  of. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Captain  Darling? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  say  to  him  that  the  paper  was  inferior,  and 
was  not  worth  working  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  any  one  in  regard  to 
the  nature  of  the  testimony  you  should  give  here  to-day  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  How,  then,  did  you  know  that  the  question  was  to  be  put 
to  you  in  reference  to  the  quality  of  the  paper  before  it  was  put  ? 

Answer.  I  judged  I  was  to  come  before  the  committee  to  testify  in 
regard  to  the  quality  of  the  paper  ? 

Question.  When  Mr.  Seaman  asked  you  what  your  business  was, 
you  went  on  to  state  that  the  paper  received  by  you  while  superintend- 
ing the  Union  office  was  good  paper  ;  how  came  you  to  state  that  fact 
so  promptly  and  readily  before  the  question  was  put  ? 

Answer.  I  have  no  particular  reason  for  it. 

Question.  Were  you  not  told  before  you  came  here  what  you  would 
be  called  to  swear  to  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  You  never  had  any  conversation  with  anybody  about  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  it  rumored  about  town  that  bad  paper 
was  furnished  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  it  a  subject  of  general  conversation  about  town  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Henry  W.  Gray,  a  witness  called  upon  request  of  Mr.  Seaman,  was 
duly  sworn,  and  the  questions  were  put  to  him  upon  the  suggestion  of 
Mr.  Seaman,  except  such  as  were  necessary  to  explain  the  testimony, 
which  were  put  by  the  Chairman. 
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Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  am  a  printer. 

Question.   Are  you  a  practical  pressman  ? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  as  pressman  ? 

Answer.  Twenty-odd  years. 

Question.  Where  are  you  employed  now? 

Answer.  By  Mr.  Wendell,  in  the  Congressional  Printing  Office. 

Question.  Where  before  you  went  to  that  office  ? 

Answer.  I  was  employed  by  Mr.  Wendell  as  foreman  in  the  Sentinel 
office,  and  afterwards  in  Naylor's  buildings. 

Question.  Was  your  employment  upon  the  congressional  printing  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  Was  it  during  the  time  of  Major  Nicholson's  &  Tucker's 
contract  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  practically  acquainted  with  the  working  of  paper 
upon  a  press  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  am. 

Question.  Did  you  see  the  paper  constantly  passing  through  the 
press  during  your  foreraanship  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  State  what  was  the  general  character  of  the  45-pound 
paper  furnished  under  contract  during  and  since  Mr.  Tucker's  time. 

Answer.  Generally  it  was  very  good.  Sometimes  not  quite  so  good 
as  at  others. 

Question.  Was  the  greater  proportion  bad  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  About  how  much  was  bad? 

Answer.  I  cannot  6ay.  Sometimes  it  was  not  quite  as  good  as  at 
others. 

Question.  What  was  its  general  character? 

Answer.  I  should  say  it  was  very  good. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  find  yourself  unable  to  work  any  paper  from 
the  fact  of  its  being  so  bad — I  mean  the  45-pound  paper? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Has  there  not  been  a  very  great  diflFerence  between  the 
same  class  of  paper  as  to  thickness,  color,  &c.? 

Answer.  Not  a  very  great  diflFerence.  Sometimes  there  would  be  a 
little  difference.  I  never  saw  a  lot  of  paper  in  my  life  that  was  all 
alike. 

Question.  Have  you  not  found  some  paper  in  all  the  classes  of  paper 
that  was  worth  from  10  to  15  per  cent,  less  than  the  best  paper 
furnished  under  the  same  contract  ? 

Answer,  I  would  not  like  to  say  what  the  per  centage  of  difference 
was.     I  do  not  think  there  was  any  great  difference. 

Question.  What  was  the  difference  in  quality  between  the  two  ex- 
tremes— between  the  best  and  the  poorest  under  one  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell.  Whenever  I  did  not  like  the  paper  I  called 
Mr.  Seaman's  attention  to  it. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  You  say  that  the  paper  was  good  during 
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all  that  time?  Please  look  at  this  Report  on  the  Finance  for  1857, 
and  tell  the  committee  what  class  of  paper  is  contained  in  that  book. 

Answer.  It  is  45-pound  paper. 

Question.  Do  you  consider  it  good  45-pound  paper  ? 

Answer.  Some  of  it  is  very  good. 

Question.  And  some  of  it  indifferent  paper? 

Answer.  It  is  good  paper,  but  there  is  a  difference  in  the  color. 

Question.  Do  you  see  any  difference  in  the  thickness? 

Answer.  No  material  difference. 

Question.  Have  you  not  had  great  difficulty  in  working  the  45- 
pound  paper  because  it  varied  so  much  in  thickness  that  you  were 
compelled  to  adjust  your  presses  to  different  grades  of  paper  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  one  adjustment  will  answer  for  almost  any  paper. 

Question.  So  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  adjust  your  presses? 

Answer.  Not  for  anything  like  this  difference  in  thickness. 

Question.  Here  is  the  Finance  Report  of  1853-54.  Look  at  it  and 
tell  us  what  causes  the  printing  to  appear  so  badly  ? 

Answer.  That  is  the  fault  of  the  rollers. 

Question.  Do  you  call  the  paper  good  in  that  book  ? 

Answer.  It  is  good  except  as  to  the  color. 

Question.  Are  you  a  paper  manufacturer  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Are  you  a  judge  of  paper? 

Answer.  I  think  I  am. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  been  in  the  paper  business  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  price  of  paper  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  speak  of  your  own  knowledge  as  a  practical 
printer  in  regard  to  the  quality  of  paper? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  not  complained  of  the  quality  of  the  paper 
when  working  it? 

Answer.  Sometimes  I  have  said  the  paper  was  not  as  good  as  it  was 
at  other  times. 

Question.  Was  there  nothing  said  to  you  in  regard  to  letting  it 
pass? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Whenever  complaints  were  made  by  you  to  the  Superin- 
tendent, did  he  not  seem  to  use  every  endeavor  to  remedy  the  evil  at 
once? 

Answer.  He  did. 

Question.  What  was  the  matter  with  the  paper  you  complained  of 
as  not  being  fit  to  work  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  I  ever  complained  of  any  as  not  being 
fit  to  work. 

Jacob  McKinney,  a  witness  called  on  the  request  of  Mr.  Seaman, 
was  duly  sworn,  and  the  questions  were  put  upon  the  suggestion  of 
Mr.  Seaman,  except  those  necessary  to  explain  the  testimony,  which 
were  put  by  the  Chairman. 

Question.  What  is  your  business? 
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Answer.  My  business  is  to  wet  down  paper. 

Question.  Where? 

Answer.  At  Wendell's  printing  oflSce. 

Question.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  in  that  business? 

Answer.  Seventeen  years. 

Question.  Did  you  wet  paper  for  the  Union  office  during  the  time 
of  Judge  Nicholson's  contract? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  that  your  department  of  business? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  have  the  general  superintendence  of  wetting  and 
turning  the  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  wet  the  paper  and  saw  to  the  turning  of  it. 

Question.  State  to  the  committee  the  character  of  the  45-pound 
paper  used  at  the  Union  office  during  Judge  Nicholson's  contract? 

Answer.  I  never  saw  better  45-pound  paper  in  my  life. 

Question.  Are  you  a  judge  of  paper? 

Answer.  I  think  I  ought  to  be ;  I  was  born  in  a  paper  mill  and 
have  made  paper  machinery. 

Question.  State  to  the  committee,  from  your  own  knowledge,  what 
the  character  of  the  45-pound  paper  was  during  and  since  Wendell 
has  occupied  the  new  building  ? 

Answer.  It  has  been  very  good. 

Question.  In  wetting  down  paper  are  you  able  to  distinguish  the 
difference  in  thickness  between  one  quire  and  another  ? 

Answer.  I  can  tell  the  difference  whether  it  is  hard  or  soft. 

Question.  Can  you  tell  whether  it  is  lighter  or  heavier? 

Answer,  Sometimes  I  come  across  one  quire  heavier  than  another. 

Question.  Can  you  distinguish  the  difference  in  weight  in  handling 
it? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  I  have  handled  thousands  of  reams  in  my  life- 
time. 

Question.  Do  you  state  that  the  quality  of  the  45-pound  paper  was 
generally  good  ? 

Answer.  It  was  generally  good;  as  good  as  any  run  of  paper  I  ever 
had  hold  of. 

Question.  Is  there  any  particular  instance  in  your  knowledge  when 
it  was  bad  ? 

Answer.  I  remember  there  was  a  difference  in  color,  some  of  it  bluer, 
and  some  yellower  than  the  rest;  that  was  all  the  difference  in  the 
paperr. 

Question.  Did  not  you  complain  of  a  portion  of  this  paper  at  the 
time  you  were  wetting  it,  that  it  was  not  good  ? 

Answer.  Not  to  ray  knowledge. 

Question.  Was  not  some  of  that  paper  thrown  aside  because  it 
could  not  be  used  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  none  except  that  which  could  not  be  used  on 
account  of  its  being  torn. 

Question.  Did  not  you  discover  that  a  portion  of  this  paper  was 
ehort  in  weight? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  weighed  any. 
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Question.  You  do  not  know,  then,  whether  it  was  short  or  not? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  that  was  not  my  business  to  attend  to. 

Question.  Did  you  not  find  a  good  deal  of  it  that  was  much  thinner 
than  the  rest  ? 

Answer.  Of  course  ;  when  we  open  a  bundle  of  paper  we  find  some 
thin  and  some  thick;  but  the  thin  paper  was  generally  better  than 
the  thick. 

Question.  Is  it  possible  in  a  paper-mill  to  run  through  any  con- 
siderable number  of  reams  without  any  diflference  in  it  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  you  cannot  do  it. 

Question.  Is  it  possible  to  run  paper  through  from  year  to  year, 
made  by  diflerent  engines,  and  from  the  same  pulp,  without  their 
being  a  difierence  of  color  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir,  unless  you  can  have  clean  water. 

Question.  Is  water  always  pure  and  clear? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  water  will  be  muddy  when  it  rains. 

Question.  Will  the  paper  made  at  such  times  be  of  a  higher  or 
lower  grade  of  color? 

Answer.  It  will  be  lower. 

Question.  Have  you  not  been  consulted  in  relation  to  what  kind  of 
testimony  you  would  give  here  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  never  knew  I  was  to  be  called  until  yesterday, 
and  this  is  the  first  time  I  have  seen  Mr.  Seaman. 

Hon.  William  H.  Kelsey,  a  witness  called  upon  the  request  of  Mr. 
Seaman,  was  duly  sworn  and  examined  by  the  Chairman,  upon  the 
request  of  Mr.  Seaman. 

Question.  Were  you  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Engraving  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  at  any  time? 

Answer.  I  was  during  the  34th  Congress. 

Question.  Please  state  to  the  committee  the  manner  in  which  con- 
tracts for  engravings  were  let  out  by  you  ? 

Answer.  When  the  resolutions  of  the  House  ordering  engraving  to  be 
done  came  down  to  us,  on  several  occasions  we  advertised  for  proposals ; 
but  I  think  not  in  all  cases.  When  the  bids  came  in,  the  diversity 
between  them  was  so  great  that  they  aflbrded  no  criterion  as  to  the 
proper  price  to  be  paid  for  the  work.  I  think  that  one  class  of  work 
the  price  ranged  all  the  way  from  41  cents  per  hundred  to  $5  86  per 
hundred.  The  committee  examined  the  bids.  I  bf^lieve  none  of  the 
committee  were  practically  acquainted  with  the  work.  We  then 
adopted  this  rule  to  govern  us  in  awarding  contracts  :  first,  to  ascer- 
tain what  was  a  fair  price  for  having  the  work  done  in  the  manner  re- 
quired by  the  government.  We  consulted  all  sources  of  information 
within  our  reach  to  ascertain  what  was  a  proper  price  to  be  paid.  The 
next  point  of  inquiry  was,  who  were  competent  artists  to  do  the  work ; 
and  in  reference  to  that  we  consulted  such  sources  of  information  as  were 
within  our  reach.  As  one  member  of  the  committee,  I  relied,  after  a 
while,  to  a  considerable  extent,  upon  the  recommendation  of  Al  r.  Sea- 
man as  to  the  character  of  the  parties  who  proposed  to  do  the  work. 
We  then  distributed  the  work  as  far  as  we  could  among  the  several 
artists  competent  to  do  the  work,  after  we  had  fixed  the  prices  which 
we  would  pay  for  it.     In  some  instances  the  prices  were  slightly  in- 
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creased  from  the  bids  of  some  of  the  artists.  Bat  we  adopted  a  resolu- 
tion to  give  the  work  to  the  men  we  named  if  they  would  consent  to . 
do  it  at  the  prices  we  had  fixed  upon.  We  then  gave  instructions  to 
the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  to  give  the  contracts  to  those 
men  at  those  prices.  That  was  the  general  rule  we  established,  and 
I  do  not  now  recollect  of  any  departure  from  it. 

Question.  Have  the  kindness  to  state  whether  you  have  ever  ex- 
amined the  books  and  the  business  of  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing,  in  connexion  with  the  engravings,  and  state  what  you 
found  in  connexion  with  that  examination. 

Answer.  I  frequently  went  to  the  oflSce  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing,  in  connexion  with  the  business  of  engraving.  I  do 
not  now  recollect  any  particular  piece  of  work  that  I  went  in  relation 
to.  I  have  a  memorandum  at  my  room  of  all  the  work  ordered  to  be 
done  by  the  committee.  It  is  a  memorandum  I  procured  last  winter 
from  the  oflSceof  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  showing  the 
orders  made  by  the  Committee  on  Engraving  during  the  34th  Con- 
gress, and  the  amount  of  work  that  they  reported  as  done  under  those 
orders.     I  procured  it  for  a  purpose  of  my  own  at  the  time. 

Question.  Do  you  state  that  all  the  work  was  done  by  the  positive 
direction  of  the  committee,  or  was  a  discretion  given  to  the  Superin- 
tendent to  let  the  work  ? 

Answer.  I  think  in  reference  to  one  or  two  jobs — one  of  less  than 
$200,  and  another  of  about  $90 — we  gave  a  discretion  to  the  Super- 
intendent to  contract  with  anybody  who  would  do  the  work  at  & 
reasonable  price.  I  do  not  remember  any  other  case  in  which  we  gave 
him  that  discretion,  though  there  may  have  been  some  other  small 
jobs. 

Question.  Do  I  understand  you  that  during  the  sit(ings  of  Congress 
the  contracts  were  positively  awarded  by  the  committee  ;  or  were  the 
prices  fixed,  and  the  Superintendent  ordered  to  contract  under  that 
scale  of  prices  ? 

Answer.  I  think  in  all  cases  we  first  fixed  the  prices,  and  then 
named  the  persons  to  whom  the  work  was  to  be  given  ;  adopting  as  a 
rule  that  we  would  divide  the  work  among  as  many  competent  artists 
as  we  could  without  detriment  to  the  public  service 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  during  your  connexion  with  the 
business  Mr.  Seaman  took  any  particular  interest  in  recommending 
artists  as  lithographers  or  engravers ;  did  he  show  any  preference  for 
one  over  another  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  answered  our  inquiries  in  relation  to  such  matters^ 
stating  who  were  good  artists,  and  who  had  the  means  enabliag  them 
to  do  the  quantity  of  work  required.  I  remember  of  his  speaking  of 
several  persons  as  good  artists. 

Question.  Will  you  mention  their  names? 

Answer.  I  think  he  named  Hoen  &  Co.,  of  Baltimore ;  also,  I  think, 
Sarony,  Major  &  Knapp,  and  Wagner  &  McGuigan.  I  think  he 
stated  that  Wagner  &  McGuigan  did  good  work,  but  he  made  some 
complaint  that,  in  doing  the  work  on  the  Patent  Office  Report  the 
previous  year,  they  had  slighted  it;  and  it  is  proper  to  say  that  one 
member  of  that  firm  applied  to  me  personally  to  get  a  part  of  the 
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work  for  those  colored  cattle  in  the  Agricultural  Report  of  1855  or 
1856. 

Question.  Is  that  called  the  cow  contract? 

Answer.  The  contract  was  for  engraving  a  cow,  an  ox,  and  a  boll. 
I  told  him  I  was  decidedly  against  him,  for  it  was  complained  that  he 
bad  slighted  his  work  badly  the  year  before.  Several  members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  from  Pennsylvania  came  to  me  and 
urged  that  he  was  a  clever  man,  a  good  artist,  and  said  other  things 
which  are  usually  said  to  influence  men  at  such  times,  and  wanted 
that  we  should  try  that  firm  once  more.  I  saw  the  member  of  the  firm, 
and  he  complained  that  so  little  was  paid  for  work  that  it  was 
impossible  to  give  the  first  quality  of  work  for  the  price.  I  referred 
him  to  the  fact  that  the  Senate  proposed  to  pay  only  the  same  price 
which  they  had  paid  before.  He  answered  that  they  might  pay  only 
that  price,  but  that  they  would  certainly  have  the  work  slighted  in 
some  way,  or  otherwise  the  contractors  would  lose  money.  I  then 
had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Brown,  of  the  Patent  Oifice,  who  took 
a  great  deal  of  interest  in  that  matter,  and  had  some  knowledge  upon 
the  subject  of  those  prints.  He  thought  that  if  we  paid  five  cents,  or 
five  cents  and  a  half— and  I  do  not  know  but  he  said  six — we  should 
be  sure  to  gel  good  work ;  that  unless  we  paid  a  fair  price  we  should 
not  get  it.  It  was  after  consultation  with  Mr.  Brown,  and  several  others 
whose  names  I  do  not  remember,  that  we  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
we  would  fix  a  price  of  those  prints  at  such  a  rate  that  the  artists 
could  afibrd  to  make  them  what  they  ought  to  be.  If  they  were  well 
done,  they  were  valuable  ;  if  badly  done,  they  were  good  for  nothing. 
It  was  after  a  good  deal  of  deliberation  and  inquiry  by  all  the  members 
of  the  committee  that  we  fixed  upon  the  price  of  five  cents. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Do  you  recollect  the  name  of  Duval? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  Was  that  one  of  the  names  suggested  to  you  by  Mr.  Sea- 
man? 

Answer.  I  thipk  he  spoke  of  Duval  as  being  a  good  artist ;  that  is 
my  recollection  now. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  recollect  that  Mr.  Wendell 
spoke  of  Wagner  &  McGuigan  ? 

Answer.  I  think  Mr.  Wendell  never  spoke  to  me  but  once  in  rela- 
tion to  any  work  to  be  let  by  the  Committee  on  Engraving.  He  made 
a  remark  then  that  a  man  from  Bufialo,  in  my  State,  had  a  new  sys- 
tem of  engraving  for  the  mechanical  part  of  the  Patent  Office  Re}K)rt, 
and  that  he  had  come  to  him  and  wanted  him  to  see  the  members  of  the 
committee  and  get  them  to  try  it.  mt.  Wendell  said  he  knew  hot 
little  about  it,  but  that  he  was  inclined  to  think  well  of  it,  and  if  ^ 
were  inclined  to  give  him  a  portion  of  the  work  he  would  be  glad  of 
it.  1  do  not  remember  of  any  other  instances  in  which  he  spoke  to 
me  upon  the  subject  of  letting  contracts  for  engraving. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  In  the  first  part  of  your  testimony  you 
stated  that  the  proposals  for  the  work  varied  from  41  cents  to  $5  86; 
was  that  what  we  were  to  understand  ? 

Answer.  I  can  determine  that  definitely  from  a  memorandum  I  have 
at  my  room  ;  but  I  think  that  is  correct. 
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Question.  1  wanted  to  know  whether  any  responsible  and  good 
artists  bid  at  that  low  price,  and  what  good  reason  there  was  for  not 
giving  the  work  to  the  lowest  bidders,  instead  of  fixing  the  price  by 
yourselves  ? 

Answer.  There  were  no  good  artists  who  made  those  low  bids  who 
had  the  means  of  executing  the  work,  as  I  was  informed.  In  the 
next  place,  we  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  better  for  the 
government  to  pay  a  fair  price  and  have  the  work  done  promptly,  than 
it  would  be  to  pay  less  than  the  artists  could  afford  to  do  the  work  for, 
and  have  to  resort  to  the  security  to  indemnify  the  government  for  a 
breach  of  the  contract.  I  remember  one  case  in  which  I  was  informed 
that  an  artist  who  had  bid  for  something  over  a  million  of  impressions 
of  a  particular  work  had  only  four  small  lithographic  presses  for  doing 
the  work,  and  he  could  have  executed  but  a  very  small  portion  of  it 
in  the  time  required. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  I  think  I  understood  you  to  say  that, 
as  the  committee  were  not  practical  engravers,  they  relied  upon  the 
recommendation  of  Mr.  Seaman  in  the  selection  of  good  and  compe- 
tent artists  to  do  the  work  ? 

Answer.  I  said  that,  for  one,  I  relied,  after  a  time,  upon  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Superintendent ;  at  first  I  did  not  rely  upon  him  at 
all. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  Mr.  Seaman  ever  recommended 
Mr.  Ackerman,  of  New  York  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  named  Mr.  Ackerman  as  among  the  good  artists, 
and  who  had  the  means  of  doing  the  work. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  he  recommended  the  employ- 
ment of  Mr.  Lawrence  as  a  good  lithographer? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  distinctly  whether  he  did  or  not.  I 
could  refresh  my  recollection  by  the  papers  which  I  have  at  my  room. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  he  ever  recommended  the  em- 
ployment of  Mr.  Orr,  of  New  York,  as  a  good  engraver  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  he  recommend  Mr.  Cassin  as  a  good  lithographer  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  he  ever  recommended  any  of  those  artists, 
beyond  answering  our  inquiries  as  to  who  were  good  artists  and  com- 
petent to  do  the  work. 

Question.  Do  you  not  recollect  that  Mr.  Wendell  spoke  to  you  in 
regard  to  that  work  done  by  Wagner  &  McGuigan  on  the  cattle  ? 

Answer.  He  may  have  done  so,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  it  now. 

Question.  What  course  was  adopted  during  vacation  in  letting  work? 

Answer.  The  committee  did  nothing  during  vacation. 

Question.  Then  the  work  let  during  vacation  was  let  by  the  Super- 
intendent, I  suppose? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  any  waa  let.  I  know  the  committee 
gave  no  directions  during  vacation.     At  least  I  know  of  none. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  an  instance  in  which  the  bids  ior  the 
work  on  the  agricultural  part  of  the  Patent  Office  Report  were  with- 
drawn from  your  committee  under  a  statement  by  the  Superintendent 
that  a  mistake  had  been  made  in  the  specification  of  the  work,  and 
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that  it  would  be  necessary  to  get  new  bids  in  order  to  cover  the  work 
to  be  done? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  of  an  instance  of  that  kind.  I  think 
this  occurred  once,  that  there  was  an  error  in  the  advertisement  pub- 
lished, and  that  the  advertisement  was  corrected  and  the  time  for  pro- 
posals extended. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect,  in  that  connexion,  whether  any  bids  had 
been  made  under  the  first  advertisement  ? 

Answer.  It  is  possible  there  may  have  been ;  the  circumstance  as  it  oc- 
curs to  me  now  is,  that  the  advertisement  was  published  one  or  two  days 
erroneously  in  some  of  the  papers,  and  on  my  attention  being  called 
to  it  I  solicited  the  committee  to  direct  the  Superintendent  to  correct 
the  advertisement  and  extend  the  time  for  receiving  bids,  and  it  is 
possible  that  some  bids  may  have  been  received  under  the  erroneous 
advertisement. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  of  any  work  which  was  awarded  by  the 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  or  by  either  of  the  Committees  on 
Engraving  to  parties  at  higher  prices  than  others,  equally  competent 
to  do  it,  had  ofiered  to  do  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not;  it  is  possible  that,  as  we  fixed  the  price  of  work, 
some  of  the  bids  may  have  been  slightly  varied,  but  much  the  larger 
number  of  bids  were  reduced,  so  that  the  aggregate  amount  of  work 
was  done  at  a  price  below  the  average  of  the  bids. 

Question:  Do  you  know  how  the  work  on  the  Mechanical  Report  of 
the  Patent  OflSce,  ordered  to  be  done  by  the  1st  session  of  the  33d 
Congress,  was  let? 

Answer.  I  think  that  matter  did  not  come  before  the  committee 
while  I  was  a  member  of  it. 

Question.  State  how  the  work  on  the  Mechanical  Report  of  the 
Patent  OflSce  of  the  2d  session  of  the  34th  Congress  was  let? 

Answer.  I  may  not  be  precisely  correct  as  to  my  recollection.  I 
think  we  advertised  for  proposals,  and  found,  as  usual,  a  great  diver- 
sity in  the  bids;  that  then  we  fixed  the  price  per  page  which  we  would 
pay  for  the  work,  and  directed  the  Superintendent  to  employ  all  the 
good  artists  that  he  could  engage  to  do  the  work  for  that  price 

Question.  Then,  as  I  stated  a  moment  ago,  in  my  question,  afler 
the  committee  had  fixed  the  price  tliey  directed  the  Superintendent  to 
have  the  work  done  by  the  various  artists  at  that  price,  leaving  the 
employment  of  those  artists  at  the  discretion  of  the  Superintendent? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  there  was  a  general  direction  given  to 
the  Superintendent  to  give  a  preference  to  artists  who  had  bid  for  the 
work,  if  they  would  take  it  at  the  price  we  had  fixed  ;  if  not,  he  was 
directed  to  employ  others.  The  reason  for  that  instruction  was,  that 
the  work  was  wanted  sooner  than  a  few  establishments  could  do  it. 

Question.  Were  the  bids  always  brought  before  the  committee  by 
the  Superintendent  unopened,  and  then  opened  in  the  presence  of  the 
committee  ? 

Answer.  1  think  the  bids  were  always  brought  to  us  unopened ; 
that  they  were  opened  in,  our  presence,  and  then  handed  to  either  the 
Superintendent  or  one  of  his  clerks  to  make  a  schedule  showing  the 
different  bids,  so  that  we  could  have  them  all   upon  a  sheet  of  paper 
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before  us  without  reference  to  the  original  documents;  except  for  the 
purpose  of  correcting  some  supposed  error. 

Question.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the  manner  in  which  the 
duties  of  the  office  of  Superintendent  were  discharged  ? 

Answer.  To  some  extent  I  was. 

Question.  Please  state,  so  far  as  you  know,  how  they  were  dis- 
charged ? 

Answer.  Some  portion  of  the  time  Mr.  Seaman  was  absent,  as  I 
understood,  at  the  north,  superintending  the  engraving  and  other 
business.  1  think  he  usually  went  away  about  the  last  of  the  week, 
and  returned  about  the  first ;  perhaps  he  went  away  on  Friday  and 
returned  on  Monday.  Then  the  business  was  in  charge  of  his  clerks. 
At  other  times  when  I  went  there  Mr.  Seaman  was  usually  present, 
attending  to  the  duties  of  the  office. 

Question.  Did  the  management  of  the  office,  so  far  as  you  were 
connected  with  it  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Engraving  was 
concerned,  meet  your  approbation,  and  were  you  satisfied  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  duties  of  the  office  were  discharged  ? 

Answer.  They  were  promptly  and  faithfully  discharged,  so  far  as  I 
observed  or  knew. 

Question.  Is  there  anything  else  within  your  knowledge  which  you 
think  it  important  or  proper  for  this  committee  to  know,  in  order  to 
arrive  at  a  just  conclusion  in  the  investigation  in  which  they  are  now 
engaged? 

Answer.  Nothing  that  I  can  now  recollect. 

Monday  Morning,  February  21,  1859. 
H.  V.  Butler  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  New  York  city. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  am  a  paper  manufacturer. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  furnished  any  supplies  of  paper  under 
government  contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  mode  of  doing  business,  &c., 
in  that  line? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  45-pound  paper  which 
was  supplied  to  the  government  in  1856  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  examined  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  some  of  it. 

Q  jestion.  Do  you  know  who  that  paper  was  supplied  by  ? 

Answer.  The  contract  was  given  to  S.  J.  Megargee,  and  I  presume 
the  paper  was  supplied  by  him. 

Question.  Was  your  attention  particularly  called  to  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Will  you  state  how  long  you  have  been  engaged  in  paper 
manufacturing  ? 
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Answer.  About  25  years. 

Question.  You  are  then  one  of  the  oldest  paper  manufacturers  in  the 
country,  are  you  not  ? 

Answer.  No,sir;thereareother8whohavebeen  longer  in  the busincgs. 

Question.  Do  you  know  at  what  price  Mr.  Megargee  contracted  to 
supply  the  45-pound  paper   to  the  government,  in  1856-'7  ? 

Answer.  It  was  13  cents  and  a  fraction;  I  do  not  recollect  what 
the  fraction  was,  I  think  perhaps  three-eights,  or  it  may  be  six-tenths. 

Question.  Will  you  state,  from  your  knowledge  as  a  paper  manu- 
facturer, what  the  paper  you  examined,  which  wcls  supplied  to  the 
government  under  that  contract,  was  really  worth  ? 

Answer.  Some  of  it  was  very  inferior  in  quality  to  what  it  ought  to 
have  been  ;  I  could  not  state  what  proportion,  but  a  large  quantity  of 
it  was  very  inferior. 

Question.  What  would  this  inferior  quality  of  paper  have  been 
worth,  at  that  time,  in  market? 

Answer.  Such  paper  as  I  selected  from  bundles  there,  and  saw  in 
books  which  had  been  printed  from  it,  would  not  have  brought  in  the 
New  York  market  more  than  10  cents  a  pound,  or  10^. 

Question.  Will  you  look  at  the  report  on  the  finances  for  1856-7? 

Answer.  There  is  a  great  contrast  in  the  color  which  no  good  pab- 
Usher  would  ever  allow  to  go  into  a  work 

Question.  Then  no  publisher  would  allow,  in  his  own  private  busi- 
ness, paper  so  diflferent  in  color  and  quality  to  go  into  a  book? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  What  is  that  paper  worth? 

Answer.  Such  paper  as  that,  sold  in  New  York,  would  not  bring 
more  than  ten  cents  per  pound. 

Question.  What  was  it  worth  in  1856? 

Answer.  It  was  not  worth  more  than  that.  Some  of  it  is  much 
better.  The  best  quality  which  I  find  here,  I  think,  would  have 
brought  12  or  12J  cents  abound. 

Question.  Were  you  invited,  in  the  last  session,  by  the  select  com- 
mittee appointed  to  investigate  the  subject  of  the  public  printing,  to 
go  with  Mr.  Clark,  of  Boston,  and  Mr.  A.  D.  Jesup,  of  Philadelphia, 
and  with  a  member  of  that  committee,  to  the  public  warehouse  to  ex- 
amine the  paper  then  on  hand  for  the"  government :  and  if  so,  state 
the  result  of  that  examination? 

Answer  I  was  so  invited  by  the  committee,  of  which  Grov.  Smith, 
of  Virginia,  was  chairman  ;  we  did  go  down  to  the  warehouse  con- 
taining the  government  paper  and  made  a  pretty  thorough  examina- 
tion. We  had  the  paper  weighed  upon  the  scales  there,  and  the  45- 
pound  paper  fell  short  i'rom  two  to  three  pounds  to  the  ream. 
Question.  Was  that  a  large  amount  for  paper  to  fall  short? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Would  it  make  a  material  difference  in  the  value  of  the 
paper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  if  paper  purporting  to  weigh  90  pounds  the 
bundle  only  weighed  85  or  86  pounds  it  would  make  a  difference  of  at 
least  half  a  dollar  a  ream. 
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Question.  What  would  the  poorest  class  of  paper  used  in  the  report 
on  the  finances  of  1856-7  be  worth  by  the  ream? 

Answer.  1  should  think  about  $4  50. 

Question.  Will  you  look  at  the  Smithsonian  Report  for  1854  and 
state  what  that  paper  was  worth  at  the  time  ? 

Answer.  I  find  there  is  a  good  deal  of  variation  here  in  the  quality 
of  paper  used. 

Question.  State  what  the  poorest  quality  of  paper  used  in  that  re- 
port was  worth  in  1854. 

Answer.  It  is  very  difficult  to  tell  from  the  margin,  it  is  so  narrow, 
though  the  color,  clpanliness,  and  surface  must  be  taken  into  consid- 
eration in  order  to  ascertain  the  value.  I  should  think  the  poorest 
quality  in  this  was  worth  a  cent  a  pound  more  than  the  poorest 
quality  in  the  Finance  Report — it  is  probably  worth  11  cents  a  pound. 

Question.  What  would  the  best  paper  used  in  that  report  of  1854 
have  been  worth  at  that  time? 

Answer.  Some  of  it  seems  to  be  of  about  the  same  quality  as  the 
best  used  in  the  Finance  Report,  and  worth  about  12  or  12^  cents. 

Question.  Did  you  see  any  of  the  52-pound  paper  supplied  to  the 
government  by  Mr.  Imley  in  1855? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  did  see  any  knowing  it  to  be  supplied 
by  Mr.  Imley.  I  saw  52-pound  paper  there  when  we  made  the  ex- 
amination. 

Question.  What  could  a  good  quality  of  52- pound  paper  have  been 
supplied  to  the  government  for  in  1854  or  1855  ? 

Anawer.  I  could  not  tell  how  to  answer  so  general  a  question. 

Questiop.  What  would  a  good  article  of  52-pound  paper  have  been 
worth  in  the  market  at  that  time  ? 

Witness,  Do  you  mean  sized  and  calendered  ? 

The  Chairman,  I  do. 

Answer.  It  was  sold  in  the  New  York  market  at  that  time  varying 
from  15  to  17  cents.  It  depended  very  much,  of  course,  upon  how 
good  it  was  and  upon  who  made  it. 

Question.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the  paper  manufactured  at 
Imley's  mills? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  I  have  seen  a  good  deal  of  his  paper. 

Question.  What  was  his  52-pound  calendered  paper  worth  at  that 
time? 

Answer.  I  did  not  know  that  he  made  much,  if  any,  of  that  kind 
of  paper.     I  do  not  recollect  ever  seeing  any  that  I  knew  to  be  his. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  ofiered  for  any  contracts  from  the  govern- 
ment for  paper  during  Mr.  Seaman's  superintendency? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What  contracts  did  you  have  for  paper  under  his  super- 
intendency? 

Answer.  I  had  contracts  for  supplying  48-pound  paper  and  56-pound 
paper  during  his  administration.  I  do  not  think  I  had  contracts  for 
supplying  both  these  classes  daring  the  whole  time,  but  I  think  I 
supplied  the  56-pound  paper  during  his  whole  administration. 

Question.  Will  you  state  whether  Mr.  Seaman  called  upon  you  to 
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borrow  money  at  any  time  during  your  business  connexion  with  hii 
office? 

Answer.  He  did  call  once. 

Question.  State  the  circumstances. 

Answer.  He  came  in  and  wished  to  see  me.  I  stepped  into  the  back 
office,  and  we  sat  down.  He  said  he  wanted  me  to  loan  him  $3,U00. 
I  asked  him  upon  what  security.  He  replied  upon  his  own  note.  I 
had  some  conversation  witb  him  about  it.  I  said  tbat,  being  a  cca* 
tractor  for  the  government,  if  the  matter  was  known  I  should  be  liable 
to  the  suspicion  of  bribery,  and  I  did  not  think  it  would  be  proper  for 
me  to  loan  him  the  money. 

Question.  Then  you  did  not  wish  to  place  either  Mr.  Seaman  or 
yourself  in  that  position  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not  wish  to  place  myself  in  that  position.  I  did  not 
think  he  had  a  right  to  call  upon  roe  for  it. 

Question.  Did  you  find  any  difference  in  your  success  in  getting 
contracts  after  that? — did  you  notice  any  change  on  that  account? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  positively  that  it  had  such  an  effect;  I  onlr 
know  this,  that  others  got  bids  at  a  higher  price  than  my  bids,  upon 
paper  that  I  bid  for.  Whether  that  had  anything  to  do  with  it  I 
cannot  say  positively. 

Question.  Can  you  state  an  instance  in  which  contracts  were  awarded 
at  a  higher  price  than  your  bids  ? 

Answer.  On  the  52-pound  paper  was  one  instance. 

Question.  For  what  year? 

Answer.  It  was  in  the  fall  of  1856. 

Question.  Who  got  that  contract  ? 

Answer.  I  am  not  positive  ;  1  think  Kinney,  Wood  &  Co.,  of  Con- 
necticut, or  in  the  name  of  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.,  and  went  through 
their  hands.  Whether  they  had  the  contract  direct  with  the  govern- 
ment or  not,  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  How  much  lower  did  you  bid  for  that  paper  than  the  price 
it  was  awarded  at  ? 

Answer.  1  have  not  examined  the  bids  or  anything  about  it.  but  I 
am  certain  it  was  a  quarter  or  half  a  cent  a  pound  lower. 

Question.  Is  that  considered  a  material  difference  in  the  value  of 
paper? 

Answer.  A  half  a  cent  a  pound  on  so  large  a  quantity  would  be  a 
material  difference. 

Question.  About  what  time  was  it  that  Mr.  Seaman  wanted  to  bor- 
row this  money  of  you  ? 

Answer.  It  was  sometime  in  the  fall  of  1856. 

Question.  Was  it  just  before  or  just  after  that  contract  was  awarded? 

Answer.  It  was  some  months  before. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  Seaman's  borrowing  money 
from  other  contractors  ? 

Answer.  Not  from  any  direct,  reliable  source,  from  which  I  could 
speak  positively. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  of  any  instance  in  which  he  has  borrowed 
money  from  any  particular  contractor  ? 

Answer.  I  don't  know  that  I  could  name  any  such  instance. 
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Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  contractor  whoever  paid  for 
procuring  contracts  from  the  government  either  direct  to  Mr.  Seaman, 
or  through  other  persons? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  that  I  have. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  any  paper  which  was  at  first  re- 
jected and  afterwards  received  hy  Mr.  Seaman  or  his  clerks  during 
his  administration  ? 

Answer.  I  have  heard  of  such  a  thing,  hut  I  do  not  recollect  so  as 
even  to  say  definitely  who  the  parties  were. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Seaman 
in  office,  or  about  the  management  of  his  office,  his  books,  or  anything 
else  which  it  is  proper  for  this  committee  to  know,  in  order  to  arrive  at 
a  just  conclusion  in  the  investigation  now  going  on  which  you  have 
not  stated  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  of  anything  else. 

Felix  McCloskey  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Were  you  appointed  by  Mr.  Gloss- 
brenner  to  serve  subpoenas  on  any  witnesses  for  this  committee  ? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Did  you  serve  a  subpoena  on  Harry  Connelly  on  Satur- 
day last  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Will  you  state  the  circumstances  connected  with  it  ? 

Answer.  I  went  to  Willard's  Hotel  some  dozen  times  to  find  Mr. 
Connelly,  and  was  unable  to  find  him.  Saturday  afternon,  towards 
evening,  I  went  there  again,  and  seeing  Colonel  Berrett,  mayor  of  the 
city,  with  two  or  three  others,  talking,  I  said  to  him  that  I  came  here 
to  find  Harry  Connelly;  he  replied,  ''there  he  is,"  pointing  to  Mr. 
Connelly;  I  said  I  knew  him;  I  then  went  up  and  addressed  him; 
"Mr.  Connelly?"  He  said,  "no,  sir."  Said  I,  "am  I  mistaken;  I 
always  understood  that  you  were  Mr.  Connelly,  if  not,  I  beg  pardon;" 
I  went  back  and  said  to  Colonel  Berrett,  "  am  I  mistaken  as  to  that 
being  Harry  Connelly ?"  He  said  "no."  I  went  back  and  said  " you 
are  Mr.  Connelly,  and  I  have  some  business  with  you,  and  handed  the 
subpoena  to  him;  before  taking  it  he  looked  at  it;  I  said,  "you  take  it." 
He  took  it  in  his  hand,  turned  it  half  over,  opened  it,  then  shut  it  up 
and  put  it  in  his  pocket;  that  is  all  I  know  in  reference  to  the  matter. 

Cornelius  Wendell  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Did  you  act  as  agent  for  Megargee 
&  Brothers,  or  for  Sylvester  J.  Megargee,  while  they  were  supplying 
paper  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  did,  in  a  measurer 

Question.  Have  you  acted  as  the  agent  in  this  city  of  Campbell, 
H>^11  &  Co.,  in  New  York? 

Answer.  Well,  you  might  term  it  an  agency  if  you  please. 

Question.  Did  you  act  in  the  capacity  of  attending  to  the  delivery 
of  tbeir  paper  here,  and  attending  to  their  business  here  ? 

Answer.  I  did. 

Question.  Did  you  act  in  the  same  capacity  for  Wm.  E.  Imley  ? 
22  s 
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Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  did. 

Question.  Was  the  paper  furnished  by  them   to   the  goTeroment 
furnished  through  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  I  understood  that  they  acted  as  agents  for  Mr.  Imlejr. 

Question.  Have  you  acted  in  the  same  capacity  for  Charles  Megirgee 
&  Co.  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  did. 

Question.  Have  you  acted  in  such  a  capacity  for  George  H.  Lctii? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  I  did. 

Question.  Have  you  acted  in  such  capacity  for  any  other  contracton 
for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  call  to  mind  any  at  this  moment.  I  may  hare 
done  so. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  become  the  agent  of  Megargee  i 
Brothers,  or  of  Sylvester  J.  Megargee  ? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been  two  or  three  years  ago. 

Question.  Was  it  early  in  the  spring  of  1866? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was,  perhaps. 

Question.  When  did  you  first  become  the  agent  of  Campbell,  HaII 
&Co.? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  say.  I  think  it  was  before  I  did  for  Me 
gargee,  but  I  cannot  say  positively. 

Question.  When  did  you  become  the  agent  of  G^eorge  H.  Lctib? 

Answer.  I  cannot  give  the  date  exactly. 

Question.  Was  it  early  in  1856  ? 

Answer.  It  may  have  been. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  act  as  the  agent  here  for  B.  Armstrong? 

Andwer.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  act  as  the  agent  for  Grant,  Daniel  &  Co-  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Question.  Were  you,  at  the  time  you  became  the  agent  of  those 
parties,  in  the  paper  and  commission  business  ? 

Answer.  With  all  deference  to  the  committee,  I  shall  decline 
answering  any  question  inquiring  into  my  private  afiairs. 

Question.  Had  you  a  previous  acquaintance  with  the  above  con- 
tractors before  you  became  their  agent  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  I  think  I  had  known  them  in  the  p^r  bn«i- 
ness,  and  had  been  personally  acquainted  with  them  for  some  time 
before. 

Question.  Had  you  ever  done  any  business  with  these  parties  b^ 
fore  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  had  done  business  with  them. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  when  there  was  a  large  quantity  of  ^ 
pound  paper  rejected  and  accumulated  here,  which  was  supplielo'^^^^ 
the  contract  of  Sylvester  J.  Megargee  ? 
Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  the  date. 
Question.  Was  it  in  the  spring  of  1866? 
Answer.  I  could  not  say. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  misunderstanding  with  Mr.  Sea- 
UMin  about  his  refusing  to  allow  you  to  use  paper  that  bad  not  been 
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received  or  inspected  hj  the  Superintendent,  or  those  having  the  mat- 
ter in  charge  ? 

Answer.  Frequently. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  a  misunderstanding  with  Mr.  Jewett 
on  the  suhject  ? 

Answer.  I  hardly  know  whether  you  would  call  it  a  misunder- 
standing. 

Question.  Did  any  words  ever  pass  between  you  upon  the  subject  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  because  I  did  not  wish  my  presses  to  stand  idle 
waiting  for  paper. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Jewett  ever  stop  your  presses  because  the  paper 
you  were  using  had  not  been  received  by  the  Superintendent's  office  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not  stop  my  presses. 

Question.  I  put  you  this  question  :  Did  Mr.  Jewett  ever  stop  your 
presses  because  they  were  using  paper  which  had  not  been  received 
by  the  Superintendent  ? 

Witness.  Because  I  was  using  paper  that  had  not  been  received? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Answer.  I  never  allowed  it.  If  they  ever  stopped  from  that  cause 
it  must  have  been  a  mere  temporary  suspension. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Jewett  ever  come  into  your  press-room,  under 
such  circumstances,  and  say  that  the  paper  they  were  using  had  not 
been  inspected  or  received,  and  afterwards  did  you  not  tell  your  press- 
man*to  go  on,  that  it  was  better  paper  than  they  had  been  receiving 
of  the  same  class ;  then  did  not  Mr.  Jewett  come  into  the  press-room 
again  and  say  that  the  paper  had  not  been  inspected  or  received,  and 
that  the  presses  must  absolutely  be  stopped? 

Answer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  transaction. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  tell  Mr.  Jewett  that  if  he  did  not  allow  you 
to  go  on  and  use  this  paper  you  would  have  him  dismissed  in  24  hours  ? 

Answer.  1  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  remark. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  tell  any  one  that  Mr.  Jewett  had  stopped 
your  presses  from  using  paper  that  had  not  been  received,  and  that 
you  had  started  them  again  to  using  that  paper;  that  he  again  directed 
that  the  presses  must  be  stopped,  and  that  you  told  him  that  if  he 
did  not  allow  you  to  go  on  you  would  have  him  dismissed  in  24  hours, 
or  something  to  that  effect  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.  There  were  continually  difficulties  oc- 
curring on  that  subject. 

Question.  Did  you  not  repeat  to  him  language  somewhat  in  effect 
to  that  I  have  stated  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.     I  may  have  done  so. 

Question.  Did  you  not  say  to  H.  V.  Butler,  of  New  York,  and  H. 
M.  Clark,  of  Boston,  in  the  rotundo  of  this  Capitol,  during  the  inves- 
tigation of  the  printing  matter  last  winter,  that  the  reason  why  Mr. 
Jewett  had  prevented,  or  tried  to  prevent  you  from  using  that  paper 
was  because  he  had  not  been  paid  for  it,  or  because  it  had  not  been 
arranged  for  with  him  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  having  made  any  such  remark.  I  may 
have  made  it.    1  do  not  deny  that  I  did.    I  know  that  was  my  opinio  n 
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I  do  not  recollect  it.     It  may  have  taken  place,  howerer. 
Had  you  any  conversation  with  them  last  winter  on  the 


Question.  Then  you  do  not  recollect  ever  having  such  a  ooDTerea- 
tion  ? 

Answer. 

Question, 
subject  ? 

Answer.  I  had  as  to  the  distribution  of  awards. 

Question.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  them  on  the  subject rf 
this  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  it.     I  may  have  had. 

Question.  Do  you  not  distinctly  recollect  having  said  to  those  gen- 
tlemen, in  substance,  that  the  reason  why  this  paper  had  not  been 
received  was  because  it  had  not  been  arranged  with  Mr.  Jewett  for  it? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  telling  them  that. 

.  Did  not  you  make  a  similar  statement  to  other  parties? 
I  do  not  remember,  though  I  may  have  done  it. 


Question 
Answer 
Question 
doing  it? 
Answer 


If  you  did  it,  was  it  because  you  had  some  cause  for 


s 


There  probably  was  some  reason. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  of  any  instances  of  the  kind  in  the  reli- 
tions  between  the  Superintendent,  or  between  Mr.  Jewett  and  yourself? 
.  Answer.  I  cannot  call  them  to  mind  if  there  were.     I  know  the 
matter  was  a  continual  source  of  annoyance  to  me. 

Question.  Do  you  not  recollect  saying,  at  the  time  a  large  qnantitj 
of  paper  had  accumulated  here  in  the  spring  of  1856,  that  it  was  Vbtter 
paper  than  that  they  had  been  receiving  before,  and  that  you  insisted 
on  using  it  after  your  presses  had  been  stopped  by  Mr.  Jewett,  and  jon 
had  been  prevented  from  using  it? 

Answer.  I  never  was  prevented  from  using  it.  I  never  allowed  Mr. 
Jewett  to  prevent  me. 

Question.  Then  you  used  the  paper,  whether  it  had  been  inspected 
or  not? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  using  any  that  had  not  been  inspected. 
Let  me  state,  in  explanation,  that  there  was  a  continual  bidcerin; 
between  Mr.  Jewett  and  myself  about  receiving  paper.  As  1  bare 
stated,  I  have  sAn  paper  received  which  ought  to  have  been  rejected, 
and  I  have  seen  paper  rejected  which  ought,  in  my  opinion,  to  hare 
been  received. 

Question.  Dq  you  know  why  that  paper  was  received  which  oogbt 
to  have  been  rejected? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  why  paper  was  rejected  which  onght  to  hate 
been  received  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not,  unless  it  was  because  he  could  not  indgeof  the 
quality  of  paper.     I  had  a  most  contemptible  opinion  of  his  judpncn*- 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Jewett  or  Mr.  Seaman  or  any 
person  else  received  26  cents  a  ream  for  receiving  that  paper? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  never  heard  from  Charles  Megargee  or  S.  J- 
Megargee  that  such  an  amount  had  to  be  paid  ? 

Answer.  I  never  did. 

Question.  Have  you  not  heard  from  some  person  else  that  it  had  to 
be  paid  for  being  received  ? 
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Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Crowell,  of  New  York? 

Answer.  I  do. 

Question.  What  is  his  business  ? 

Answer.  He  is  a  printer. 

Question.  Is  he  a  paper  merchant? 

Answer.  I  have  understood  that  he  was. 

Utuestion.  What  is  he  now  doing,  or  what  has  he  been  doing  for  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  I  believe  he  has  a  contract  for  furnishing  paper  for  the 
government. 

Question.  Has  he  been  doing  business  as  printer  .for  the  govern- 
ment ? . 

Answer.  He  has  dope  a  great  deal  of  printing  for  me.  I  am  not 
aware  that  he  has  done  anything  for  the  government. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Joshua  Norton,  jr.,  of  Boston? 

Answer,  1  think  I  do. 

Question.  What  is  his  business? 

Answer.  He  is  a  paper  maker,  I  believe.  I  was  introduced  to  him 
as  such. 

Question.  When  did  you  make  his  acquaintance? 

Answer.  Some  four  or  five  years  ago. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  that  he,  or  any  other  Boston  mer- 
chant, paid  a  bonus  for  contracts  for  supplying  paper  to  the  govern- 
ment? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  have. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Was  it  not  at  the  particular  time  that 
this  large  amount  of  paper  had  accumulated  here  that  you  took  your 
agency  from  Mr.  Megargee? 

Answer.  I  cannot  tell  what  quantity  of  paper  had  accumulated  here 
at  the  time  I  became  a^ent  for  him.  If  my  memory  serves  me  cor- 
rectly, I  have  had  a  business  connexion  with  him  for  ten  years. 

Qut^stion.  But  did  you  not  become  his  agent  at  the  particular  time 
when  $50,000  worth  of  paper  had  accumulated  here  which  had  not 
been  received,  and  which  was  received  after  Mr.  Megargee  came  on 
here? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  receiving  of 
that  paper  by  the  Superintendent. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  not  know  that  you  were  em- 
ployed by  Sylvester  J.  Megargee  at  the  time  when  he  came  on  here  to 
investigate  the  causes  of  the  refusal  of  that  lot  of  paper  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  if  my  memory  serves  me  rightly,  it  was  previous 
to  that.  I  recollect  very  distinctly  the  first  conversation  we  had  about 
the  rejection  of  that  paper.  The  contractors  were  of  course  dissatis- 
fied with  the  refusal  of  the  paper.  An  investigation  was  gone  into  in 
relation  to  the  matter,  and  it  was  fully  decided  that  Mr,  Jewett  was 
not  competent  to  determine  whether  the  paper  was  of  the  proper  qual- 
ity or  not. 

Question.  Will  you  please  examine  the  Finance  Report  of  1856--'57, 
and  tell  me  what  the  poorest  class  of  paper  used  in  it  is  worth  ? 

Answer.  In  my  judgment,  there  is  paper  here  that  is  not  worth 
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more  than  five  dollars  a  ream.     I  woald  not  give  more  ikiD  tlut 
ior  it. 

Question.  How  much  would  that  be  per  poand  for  45-pound  pip^? 

Answer.  About  eleven  cents,  assuming  that  it  would  wogk  45 
pounds. 

Question.  What  is  the  difference  in  the  value  of  the  paper  meiin 
that  volume  ? 

Answer.  The  difference  of  color  is  very  great.  I  presume  then  is 
a  difference  of  ten  or  fifteen  per  cent,  in  the  different  qualities  of  & 
paper  used. 

Question.  One  cent  a  pound  or  more? 

Answer.  I  should  preter  giving  a  cent  a  pound  more  for  the  better 
quality.     There  are  evidently  two  different  lots  ased. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Cannot  you  tell  us  about  the  exact  time 
when  you  were  first  employed  by  Mr.  Megargee  as  his  agent  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot.  On  reflection,  however,  I  am  positive  it  was 
before  this  accumulation  of  paper. 

Question.  Was  it  not  through  your  influence  that  that  paper  wai 
received  after  Mr.  Megargee  camQ  on  here  ? 

Answer.  I  aided  with  what  influence  I  had  in  getting  it  received. 
There  was  one  lot  I  remember  that  I  told  Megargee  was  bad ;  he  ad- 
mitted himself  that  it  was,  and  I  think  he  took  it  back. 

Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  Mr.  Megargee  making  a 
deduction  on  that  paper,  or  of  his  paymg  a  bonus  to  have  it  receim? 

Answer.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  thing. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Do  you  know  Mr.  Willard  Koe,  of 
the  firm  of  Bice,  Eendell  &  Co.,  of  Boston  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  have  had  some  conversation  with  him. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  him  upon  the 
subject  of  the  rejection  of  that  paper? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  ;  I  may  have  done  as  I  said  before.  I  was 
codtinually  quarrelling,  as  you  may  say,  on  the  subject  of  the  rejec- 
tion of  that  paper. 

Question.  Mr.  Wendell,  we  have  it  in  testimony  by  Mr.  Major,  of 
the  firm  of  Sarony,  Major,  &  Enapp;  by  Sylvester  J.  Megargee;  by  Mr. 
Dovle,  his  book-keeper  ;  by  Mr.  van  Ingen,  of  the  firm  of  Van  Ingwi 
&  Snyder,  Philadelphia,  and  by  Mr.  Megargee,  as  to  that  point; also 
by  Mr.  Howard,  the  book-keeper  of  P.  8.  Duval  &  Co.,  Philadelphia; 
by  Mr.  Sinclair,  of  Philadelphia  ;  by  Mr.  Hoen,  of  the  firm  of  Ho^ 
&  Co.  Baltimore,  and  by  your  own  admission  in  testimony,  that  fi- 
rious  sums  of  money  were  paid  to  you  in  consideration  of  your  infloenee 
here,  or  for  the  purpose  of  making  you  their  friend,  hoping  ih&Aj 
to  get  work  from  the  government ;  we  now  wish  to  know  whetlier 
you  recollect  more  distinctly  than  you  did  before  as  to  the  particolar 
amounts  received  from  these  various  parties,  and  what  you  did  with 
those  particular  amounts  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  any  further  than  in  my  former  ioA- 
mony  as  to  the  particular  amounts.  In  reference  to  what  I  did  with 
those  particular  amounts,  I  can  say  that  I  generally  used  the  monej 
about  as  fast  as  I  eot  it. 

Question.  How  did  you  use  it? 
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Answer.  I  used  it  in  my  business ;  that  is  about  as  definite  an 
answer  as  I  can  give. 

Question.  Did  you  use  it  as  you  did  the  funds  which  you  received 
from  printing  and  which  you  derived  from  other  sources  ? 

Answer.  I  used  it  as  I  did  other  moneys  derived  from  printing  and 
from  other  sources.  I  was  in  receipt  of  large  amounts,  and  they  all 
went  in  general  into  my  business.  No  specific  account  was  kept  for 
any  specific  amounts  received. 

Question.  Did  you  use  it  for  any  other  purposes  than  your  business  ? 

Answer.  It  enabled  me  to  be  more  liberal  as  a  party  man ;  on 
account  of  these  outside  operations  I  was  enabled  to  go  into  party 
matters  pretty  strongly,  which  I  did. 

Question.  Did  you  loan  or  pay  any  portion  of  that  particular  fund 
to  Mr.  Seaman,  or  to  Mr.  Jewett,  or  to  any  one  connected  with  the 
office  of  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  or  to  any  one,  believing, 
or  having  reason  to  believe,  it  was  for  their  benefit  ? 

Answer.  Not  a  dollar  of  it. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  communicate  the  fact  to  Mr.  Seaman  that 
you  had  received  commissions  from  these  different  parties  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  subject  of  conversation  ;  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  communicated  that  fact  particularly. 

Question.  He  knew  that  fact  then,  did  he  ? 

Answer:  He  knew  that  I  was  employed  by  them  to  attend  to  busi- 
ness for  them  here. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman  ever  directed  any 
lithographers,  or  engravers,  or  paper  manufacturers,  to  employ  you  as 
their  agent  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not ;  I  never  heard  of  it  if  he  did. 

Question.  There  is  a  little  transaction  developed  by  the  books  of 
Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  which  needs  explanation  on  your  part,  if  you 
have  it  in  your  power  to  explain  it.  Mr.  Hall  testifies  that  a  contract 
was  made  to  pay  one  cent  a  pound  for  every  pound  of  paper  supplied 
by  Wm.  E.  Imley  to  the  government  of  62-pound  paper  in  1855,  and 
that  sum  of  one  cent  a  pound  was  to  be  paid  to  you,  and  the  books  of 
Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.  show  that  that  amount  was  deducted  from  the 
paper  credited  to  Mr.  Imley  for  the  government ;  have  you  any 
knowledge  of  that  transaction,  of  any  character  whatever  ? 

Answer.  Nothing,  except  what  I  have  heard  since  the  closing  of 
the  transaction.  The  first  I  ever  heard  of  it  was  from  the  chairman 
of  this  committee.  I  have  since  ascertained  that  there  was  some  such 
negotiation,  but  I  had  never  heard  of  it,  and  I  can  say  certainly  that 
it  was  never  made  with  my  knowledge  or  consent. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Have  you  any  knowledge,  or  have  you 
ever  heard  of  Mr.  Seaman  himself  making  any  arrangement  with 
Mr.  Imley  in  regard  to  that  paper,  or  have  you  ever  heard  that  he  did  ? 

Answer.  I  never  heard  of  it. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  any  knowledge  how  the 
bids  for  paper  were  generally  sent  to  the  Superintendent  ? 

Answer.  Only  that  they  were  advertised  for  not  to  be  received  after 
a  certain  day. 
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Question.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  bids  being  sent  inbltokto 
the  Superintendent,  leaving  the  amounts  to  be  filled  up  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  such  a  transaction  ? 

Answer.  I  have  not,  and  I  imagine  it  would  be  impossible,  ts  the 
bids  were  opened  by  the  Vice  President  and  by  the  Speaker  of  the  flooie 
of  Representatives. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman,  Mr.  Megargee,  Mr. 
Crowell,  of  New  York,  were  in  the  habit  of  meeting  at  Mr.  Seaman's 
house,  or  at  some  other  place,  about  the  time,  or  just  before  the  time, 
these  contracts  were  awarded  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  met  these  parties  at  Mr.  Seaman's  hoose 
just  prior  to  the  time  when  these  contracts  were  to  be  awarded? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  ever  meeting  them  there  on  any  occarion. 
I  do  not  think  I  was  ever  there  when  they  were  present. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  else  that  it  is  important  and  proper 
for  this  committee  to  know,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  just  conclosion  in 
the  investigation  now  pending,  which  you  have  not  already  disclosed 
to  the  committee  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  remember  anything  else. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.J  Have  you  expended  for  party  purpows 
more  than  the  amount  named  which  you  received  in  the  shape  of  com- 
missions from  these  various  parties  ? 

Answer.  I  have  expended  more  than  double  that  amount. 

Question.  Have  you  expended  more  than  that  amount  in  Pennsyl- 
vania alone  ? 

Answer  I  will  not  be  positive ;  I  think  I  have.  I  have  kept  mj 
accounts  very  loosely  of  these  things,  and  cannot  state  them  with  any 
degree  of  certainty. 

The  following  questions  were  propounded  to  the  witness  at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Seaman  : 

Question.  Do  you  remember  how  the  price  for  departmental  bind- 
ing was  fixed  when  that  binding  was  placed  under  Mr.  Seaman's 
supervision  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman,  by  the  direction  of  the  President,  visited 
the  northern  cities  and  obtained  their  scales  of  prices,  and  made  one 
up  trom  them,  which  was  adopted  by  the  executive  bureaus.  If  my 
memory  serves  me  right,  it  was  some  20  or  30  per  cent,  lower  than 
we  had  been  in  the  habit  of  receiving  lor  the  same  work.  I  remem- 
ber that  I  kicked  against  it  strongly,  but  the  President  ordered  it  to 
be  done,  and  we  had  to  submit. 

Question.  How  did  the  prices  then  fixed  compare  with  those  p«<l 
now  ? 

Answer.  The  same  scale  has  been  continued  up  to  this  day. 

Question.  Did  you  ^er  have  any  conversation  with  Captain 
Darling  in  referene  to  bad  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever  talked  with  him  on  that 
subject ;  I  think  I  know  that  he  was  no  judge  of  paper. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  hiui  on  the 
subject  while  you  were  the  superintendent  in  the  Sentinel  ofSoe? 
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Answer.  Idonot  remember  that  I  ever  did.  It  is  highly  improbable. 

Question.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  whether,  in  your 
opinion,  it  was  necessary  for  Mr.  Seaman  to  visit  the  northern  cities 
as  constantly  as  he  did  to  supervise  the  engraving  being  done  under 
his  superintendency  ? 

Answer.  I  think  the  promptness  in  the  execution  of  the  work  was 
promoted  by  it. 

Question.  Were  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Seaman's  management 
of  the  office  ? 

Answer.  Very  well. 

Question.  Do  you  think  it  was  necessary  for  Mr.  Seaman  to  visit 
Philadelphia  and  New  York  as  often  as  once  a  week,  or  once  a  fort- 
night, to  attend  to  the  engraving  which  was  going  on  there? 

Answer.  Not  knowing  the  exaci  condition  of  the  work  there,  I 
could  not  say.  I  think  his  visits  tended  to  expedite  the  execution  of 
the  work.  I  know  I  have  often  urged  him  to  hurry  them  up  when 
the  work  has  been  a  little  behind. 

Question.  You  have  stated  that  you  were  well  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Seaman's  management  of  the  office  during  his  superintendency  ;  will 
you  please  state  your  opinion  of  his  management  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  well  attended  to.  I  think  he  attended  to 
his  duties  faithfully  and  promptly. 

Question.  Were  you  acquainted  with  his  family? 

Answer.  I  was. 

Question.  Were  you  accustomed  to  visit  his  household  ? 

Answer.  Occasionally. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  an  opportunity  of  witnessing  his  man- 
ner of  living  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  what  was  the  general 
manner  of  furnishing  his  house,  and  whether  you  considered  it  ex- 
travagant or  not  ? 

Answer.  I  never  considered  it  extravagant ;  it  never  struck  me  so. 

Question.  Had  you  any  acquaintance  with  him  before  he  was  Su- 
perintendent of  the  Public  Printing  ? 

Answer.  Slight. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  kept  horses  before  his  appoint- 
ment to  the  superintendency? 

Answer.  I  always  understood  that  he  did  ;  I  have  seen  him  drive 
them  frequently,  and  I  have  understood  that  he  was  a  horseman 
always. 

Question.  Will  you  state,  from  your  knowledge  of  Mr.  Seaman's 
style  of  liviufic,  what  he  could  have  lived  for  per  annum  in  that  style  ? 

Answer.  From  my  knowledge  of  his  style  of  living,  and  from  what 
I  know  of  his  table,  I  should  suppose  he  could  live  inside  ot  $2,600  a 
year. 

WiLLUM  Quail  recalled : 
Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Are  there  any  official  receipts  of  the 
paper  delivered  to  the  public  printer  on  file  in  the  Supedntondent's 
office ;  if  so,  how  were  they  kept,  and  what  is  their  condition  now? 


J 


346 


TEftniOMT. 


n 


Answer.  There  are  receipts  on  file  in  the  Saperintendent's  office. 
The  first  book  is  a  memorandum  book,  in  which  are  the  receipts  from 
the  public  printer  of  the  paper  received  from  the  government  doriog 
the  administration  of  Mr.  Towers,  and  also  for  a  short  time  daring 
the  administration  of  Mr.  Jewett.     The  next  is  a  bound  book  of  re- 
ceipts, commencing  March  31,  1856,  and  ending  July  17,  1858.  Tke 
history  of  taking  these  receipts,  as  ^ar  as  I  can  learn  from  others,  and 
from  the  memoranda  which  I  had  bound,  and  to  which  I  referred  in 
my  former  testimony,  shows  that  the  paper  was  delivered  to  a  person 
who  was  not  responsible  to  the  office  of  Superintendent  of  Public 
Printing.     The  deliveries  were  made  occasionally,  and  memoraoda 
sent  to  the  office  by  this  person.     From  these  memoranda  receipts 
were  made  up  which  were  taken  monthly  in  the  aggregate. 

Question.  Will  you  state  how  these  memoranda  were  kept  in  the 
office? 

Answer.  I  found  them  in  bundles,  wrapped  up,  and  sticking  in 
pigeon-holes,  in  the  desk. 

Question.  Can  you  ascertain  from  the  memoranda  there  whether 
the  accounts  of  paper  delivered  are  correct  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot.  As  evidence  that  I  cannot,  I  find  here  "  Fore- 
man's receipt,  Washington,  December  12, 1856  :  Received  of  A.  E.  Le 
Merle,  agent,  600  reams  of  66-lb.  paper.  Signed  H.  W.  Gray."  This 
Mr.  Gray  was  the  foreman  in  Mr.  Wendell's  office. 

Question.  Do  the  memoranda  and  receipts  for  any  one  time  corre- 
spond with  the  paper  received  from  the  contractors  by  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  in  comparing  the  amount  of  paper  received  from 
the  government  with  that  delivered  to  the  printer  and  binders,  tbej 
do  not  correspond.     There  is  a  discrepancy. 

Question.  Can  you,  from  these  memoranda  and  receipts,  ascertain, 
with  any  reasonable  degree  of  accuracy,  the  condition  of  the  account 
for  paper  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  with  any  degree  of  accuracy.  Discrepancies 
occur  to  the  amount  of  several  hundred  reams. 

Question.  Do  you  think  you  eould  arrive  at  any  conclusion  within 
one  or  two  thousand  reams  ? 

Answer.  I  could  not  say.     My  estimates  have  been  by  hundreds. 

Question.  In  your  previous  examination  concerning  the  books  and 
accounts  of  paper  supplied  for  waste  leaves  you  showcnl  the  committee 
accounts  which  had  been  closed,  and  lines  drawn  across  the  pa^  and 
laterally,  with  the  words  written  under  "  carried  forward."  In  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  Jewett  he  explains  that  fact  by  stating  that  those 
lines  had  been  drawn  at  the  time  a  change  was  made  in  the  manner  of 
supplying  paper,  and  to  indicate  that  nothing  more  was  to  go  on  the 
page  ;  is  that  the  case  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  it  could  have  been,  for  long  before  that 
change  lines  were  drawn  in  the  same  way  under  the  same  description 
of  charges. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  that  in  one  of  these  accounts,  Mr.  Ar- 
nold's I  think  it  was,  you  showed  the  committee  that  lines  had  been 
drawn  in  this  manner  and  the  words  written  underneath  ''  carried  for- 
ward;" thfft  you  were  compelled  to  go  back  to  the  middle  of  the 
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accoaat  to  ascertain  how  much  paper  had  been  famished  under  the 
old  rale,  and  that  several  entries  had  been  made  on  the  page  after  the 
change  had  been  made  before  the  lines  were  drawn  underneath  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Then  the  explanation  of  the  reason  of  these  lines  being 
drawn  underneath,  given  by  Mr.  Jewett^  is  not  correct? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  it  is  manifestly  incorrect,  from  the  face  of  the 
books. 

Question.  Have  you  been  able  to  make  any  other  explanation,  or 
find  any  other  reason  for  these  tines  being  drawn  underneath,  and  the 
words  '^  carried  forward"  being  written,  than  that  given  in  your  pre- 
vious testimony  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  have. 

TnoMAS  B.  SuTER  sworn  : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Washington. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  Banking. 

Question.  Are  you  at  the  head  of  the  firm  of  Suter,  Lea  &  Co? 

Answer.  I  am. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Seaman,  the  late  Superintend- 
ent of  Public  Printing,  had  any  account  with  your  bank  in  1856  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did.  I  have  not  looked  at  his  account,  how- 
ever, for  a  lonfi^  time. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  he  kept  more  than  one  account 
with  your  bank  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  think  only  one. 

Question.  Did  he  keep  a  special  account? 

Answer.  We  kept  an  individual  account  with  him. 

Quefstion.  Did  he  keep  the  other  account  as  Superintendent  of  Pub- 
lic Printing  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Did  he  call  the  account  which  he  kept  as  Superintendent 
of  Public  Printing  a  special  account  ? 

Answer.  It  was  a  special  account,  as  you  may  say,  because  it  was 
kept  by  him  as  agent. 

Question.  What  items  entered  into  that  account? 

Answer.  They  were  chiefly  the  salaries  of  the  officers  in  his  office, 
as  far  as  I  recollect. 

Question.  Did  he  keep  any  distinct  account  of  money  received  for 
waste  leaves? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  the  nature  of  that  account  at  all.  He  kept 
an  individual  account  and  an  account  as  Superintendent  of  the  Public 
Printing,  which  seemed  to  be  made  up  principally  of  salaries  of  officers, 
accounts  for  advertisement8,.&c. 

Question.  Then  he  drew  the  amount  of  the  salaries  of  his  clerks 
in  gross  from  the  Treasury  Department  and  deposited  it  in  your  bank 
and  drew  on  you  for  the  amount  of  the  individual  salaries  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  And  the  same  for  lulvertising ? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  there  anything  else  which  entered  into  that  account? 

Answer,  Not  as  far  as  I  recollect;  my  recollection,  however,  is 
not  very  distinct.  The  accounts  were  closed  and  the  vouchers  sur- 
rendered a  long  time  since. 

Question.  Does  his  account  as  Superintendent  show  the  receipt  of 
moneys  from  any  source  other  than  direct  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  about  an  amount  of  money  derived 
from  paper  supplied  the  binders  for  waste  leaves  ? 

Answer.  We  kept  no  account  of  the  sources  from  which  money  was 
derived.  If  he  deposited  any  moufty  coming  from  sources  other  than 
the  Treasury  Department  it  was  placed  to  his  individual  account. 

Question.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  any  money  having  been 
paid  to  Mr.  S.  J.  Megargee,  of  Philadelphia,  through  a  check  on  your 
bank? 

Answer.  I  think  I  recollect  one  check  paid  to  Mr.  Megargee. 

Question.  Was  that  paid  from  his  private  account? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

[The  witness  was  directed  to  bring  before  the  committee,  to-morrow, 
a  copy  of  Mr.  Seaman's  account,  kept  at  the  banking-house  of  Suter, 
Lea  &  Co.,  for  the  years  1856  and  1857.] 

TuKSDAY  Morning,  February  22, 1859. 

Mr.  KiCHARD  A.  TooKER,  cashier  of  the  Artisans'  Bank,  of  New 
York,  was  duly  subpoanaed,  but  being  unable  to  attend,  in  consequence 
of  sickness  in  his  family,  sent  to  the  committee  the  following  sworn 
statement  of  the  account  of  Anson  Herrick,  which  the  committee  insert 
for  reference : 
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I,  R.  A.  Tooker,  cashier  of  the  Artisans'  Bank  of  New  York,  do 
hereby  certify  the  above  abstract  to  be  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  the 
account  of  Anson  Herrick  with  this  bank  from  the  11th  day  of  De- 
cember, 1858,  to  the  15th  day  of  February,  18r>9,  inclusive.  I  dw 
certify  this  to  be  the  only  account  on  the  books  of  this  bank  liik 
Anson  Herrick,  and  that  the  bank  has  no  account  with  A.  G.  Seamtn, 
G.  Wendell,  or  any  other  party  known  to  the  matters  under  infesti- 
gation  by  the  committee  of  which  the  Hon.  Gteo.  Taylor  is  chairman, 
and  never  has  had  at  any  previous  date. 

I  do  also  certify  that  the  discount  of  Mr.  Wendell's  acceptance  was 
at  the  request  of  Mr.  Herrick,  and,  as  far  as  I  know,  for  his  acconnt 
alone^  and  that  it  was  discounted  only  after  due  inquiry  satisfied  me 
of  its  goodness. 

I  also  certify  that  there  was  not,  nor  never  has  been,  any  arrange- 
ment to  loan  Mr.  Herrick  or  Mr.  Seaman,  or  either  of  them,  money, 
either  temporarily  or  for  a  longer  period,  by  the  bank,  its  offioen, 
either  as  such  or  as  individuals,  excepting  such  as  is  described  in  the 
above  abstract  of  account. 

I  furthermore  certify  that  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  matters 
relative  to  questions  at  issue  before  the  aforesaid  committee  other  than 
that  stated  herein. 

RICHARD  A.  TOOKER, 

Cashier  Artisans'  Bank, 

Sworn  before  me,  this  16th  day  of  February,  A.  D.  1859. 

WM.  DIXEF, 
Commissioner  of  Deeds. 

Jacob  Loucks  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  A  paper  manufacturer. 

Question.  Where  is  your  residence  or  mill  ? 

Answer.  In  Baltimore  county,  Maryland. 

Question.  Did  you  furnish  any  45-pound  paper  to  S.  J.  Megsrgee, 
for  the  government,  in  1856  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  whether  any  difficulty  took  place  about 
the  quality  of  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  notified  that  any  such  difficulties  took 
place  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  called  upon  to  pay  anything  for  tk« 
acceptance  of  that  paper  by  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  S.  J.  Megar^ee,  or  any  one  else  connected  with 
the  Superintendent's  office,  ever  inform  you  that  a  payment  would 
have  to  be  made  before  the  paper  would  be  received  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  amount  to  S.  J.  Megargee,  or  to 
any  one  in  connexion  with  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public 
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Printing,  in  the  city  of  Washington,  in  the  way  of  discount,  or  as 
bonus  on  the  contract  supplied  to  Megargee  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Was  there  any  deduction  made  from  your  bills  when  you 
settled  your  accounts  with  S.  J.  Megargee  ? 

Answer.  Nothing  but  regular  commissions. 

Question.  Did  Megargee  charge  you  commission  for  selling  that 
paper  for  you  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  ? 

Answer.  Seven  and  a  half  per  cent. ,  at  six  months. 

Question.  What  did  you  get  for  the  paper  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  we  got  for  66  and  66-pound 
paper  $13  36  cents  a  hundred  pounds. 

Question.  How  much  would  that  be  per  ream  ? 

Answer.  $6  Olfi. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  Have  you  ever  furnished  any  paper 
to  the  government  except  through  Megargee? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  transactions  with  Mr.  Seaman, 
the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  do  not  know  him  ;  I  never  knew  any  one  con- 
nected with  the  office. 

Quention    You  sold  your  paper  directly  to  Megargee  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Gborgb  W.  Bowman  recalled : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Were  you  present  at  a  conversation 
which  took  place  in  your  office  between  Dr.  Quail  and  Mr.  Arnold, 
the  binder,  in  reference  to  waste  leaves? 

Answer.  I  was  not ;  but  Dr.  Quail  spoke  to  me  upon  the  subject. 
Dr.  Quail  had  been  talking  to  Mr.  Arnold,  trying  to  get  at  the  amount 
which  he  owed  ;  they  found  a  difficulty  in  arriving  at  a  conclusion 
upon  the  subject.  Dr.  Quail  stated  to  me  that  he  had  called  upon  Mr. 
Arnold  and  informed  him  of  the  amount  we  believed  he  owed  ;  Mr. 
Arnold  said  that  he  did  not  owe  anything  ;  that  he  considered  his 
account  settled.  After  Dr.  Quail  communicated  that  fact  to  me,  I 
caused  a  letter  to  be  directed  to  Mr.  Arnold,  setting  forth  that  he  cer^ 
tainly  did  owe  the  government,  and  that  it  must  be  paid.  He  was  in 
Philadelphia',  and  came  over  upon  the  receipt  of  the  letter.  He  stated 
to  me  that  he  had  told  Dr.  Quail  that  he  did  not  owe  anything,  and 
that  his  account  was  settled ;  but  he  said  the  reason  why  he  made 
that  statement  was,  that  on  one  occasion  Mr.  Seaman  had  asked  him 
for  a  loan  of  $1,200  ;  that  he  stated  to  Mr.  Seaman  that  he  had  not 
$1,200  to  spare,  unless  it  was  applied  to  what  he  owed  in  the  office 
for  waste  leaves  ;  that  he  could  not  let  him  have  the  money  unless  he 
would  give  him  a  receipt  to  that  effect ;  that  Mr.  Seaman  replied  : 
*'  Oh,  no;  I  will  make  that  all  right."  He  said  that  was  the  way  in 
which  he  understood  the  account  was  settled.  Without  further  hesita- 
tion he  agreed  to  pay  the  sum  stated  in  my  annual  .report,  and  gave 
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his  note  at  forty  days.     He  paid  the  note  soon  after  the  expiration  of 
that  time. 

Question.  From  the  examination  yon  have  made  of  theaffainin 
your  ofiice,  do  you  helieve  it  possible  to  arrive  at  a  correct  andaocorate 
statement  of  the  account  between  the  government  and  the  p\i\>& 
printer  for  paper  supplied  ? 

Answer.  In  my  opinion,  there  is  only  one  way  in  which  thai  state- 
ment can  be  arrived  at  accurately,  and  that  is  by  going  back  to  the 
time  when  the  office  was  organized,  and  taking  up  all  orders  of 
Congress  to  print,  making  an  estimate  of  the  amount  of  paper  which 
would  be  required  to  execute  the  work  ordered,  and  comparing  that 
with  the  amount  of  paper  the  printer  has  drawn.  In  that  way  yoa 
could  come  to  a  very  accurate  conclusion. 

Question.  Can  you  arrive  at  a  correct  conclusion  from  any  record  or 
memorandum  contained  in  your  office  ? 

Answer.  From  estimates  and  calculations  we  made  dariog  the  past 
summer,  we  could  not  arrive  at  a  satisfactory  result.  Emory's  Beporti 
however,  was  then  unfinished,  and  also  the  9th  volume  of  the  Pacific 
Railroad  Report.  They  are  now  finished,  the  10th  is  in  hand,  and 
the  old  work  is  pretty  well  closed  up.  I  do  not  believe,  from  the  im- 
perfect manner  in  which  the  books  in  reference  to  the  paper  account 
nave  been  kept,  that  sufficient  reliance  can  be  placed  upon  them  for  a 
correct  settlement  between  the  government  and  the  printers.  The 
mode  I  have  mentioned  would,  I  think,  lead  to  an  accurate  coocliision. 

Question.  From  the  accounts  of  the  paper  received,  and  the  receipts 
taken  from  the  public  printer  for  paper  delivered^  can  you,  without 
reference  to  the  books  which  have  been  print-ed  out  of  that  paper,  and 
the  work  which  has  been  done,  settle  the  paper  account  satisfactorily, 
and  ascertain  how  much  paper  ought  to  oe  in  the  public  storehouse, 
and  how  much  has  been  used  upon  all  the  publications  ? 

Answer.  I  would  not  consider  that  a  safe  way  to  get  at  an  accurate 
statement  of  the  paper  account. 

Question.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  paper  accounts 
have  been  so  kept  in  the  office  that  you  cannot  rely  upon  them  for  any 
accurate  statement  of  the  account  between  the  government  aud  the 
public  printer  ? 

Answer.  I  should  not  consider  that  I  could  makeout  an  accurate  state- 
ment between  the  government  and  the  public  printer  without  pursuing 
the  course  I  before  indicated.  Owing  to  the  confused  state  of  the 
books  relating  to  the  subject,  we  could  not  make  out  the  amount  of 
money  due  from  the  binders,  and  we  could  get  at  that  only  by  making 
calculation  after  calculation,  comparing  the  printed  matter  with  the 
amount  of  paper  delivered  to  the  binders  for  waste  leaves,  taking  into 
consideration  the  amount  they  had  received  in  money  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate  and  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
in  that  way  ascertaining  what  they  were  entitled  to.  Mr.  McGuire 
'  contended  that  he  did  not  owe  the  government,  but  that  the  govern- 
ment owed  him,  speaking  in  reference  to  those  waste  leaves,  though 
finally  he  paid  the  amount  stated  in  my_ report  as  due  from  him  to  the 
government. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Harris.)  If  there  has  been  fraud  in  the  business 
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operations  of  the  late  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing,  are  the 
books  of  his  office  so  kept  as  to  conceal  that  fraud  or  make  it  difficult 
to  discover  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  anything  could  be  discovered  in  the 
books  which  would  convict  of  fraud. 

Question.  That  is  not  mj  question  :  If  there  has  been  fraud,  have 
the  books  of  the  office  been  kept  in  such  a  way  as  to  tend  to  conceal 
that  fraud  ? 

Answer.  The  books  I  have  referred  to  have  been  kept  very  loosely  ; 
the  facts  I  have  just  stated  in  reference  to  the  waste-leaves  account 
show  that. 

Question,  (By  Mr.  Taylor.)  What  amount  of  the  paper  supplied 
for  the  government  during  your  superintendency  have  you  rejected 
because  it  did  not  come  up  to  the  sample,  and  by  what  parties  was  it 
furnished  ? 

Answer.  In  answer  to  this  question,  I  offer  the  following  statement 
of  paper  rejected,  as  prepared  by  Doctor  Quail^  which  I  believe  to  be 
correct,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  $20,033  40  : 

4i5'pound. — S.  J.  Megargw^  cofUrador^  1857-'58. 

December  3, 1858.— 400  reams,  at  $6  30 $2,401  20 

December  18, 1858.— 400  reams,  at  $6  30 2,401  20 

800reams,at$6  30 4,802  40 


NoTB. — In  addition  to  the  above  Mr.  Megargee  withdrew  an  invoice 
of  400  reams,  not  willing  to  submit  the  paper  for  examination. 

52'pound.—John  H.  Hatty  corUractoTy  1857-58. 

August      24,  1858.— 600  reams,  at  $7  93 $4,758  00 

September  20,  1858.— 140  reams,  at  $7  93 1,110  20 

740  reams,  at$7  93 5,868  20 


56-poMnc? — *  Curtis  &  Brofhtty  oaniradorSy  1857-'58. 

September  22,  1858.— 200  reams,  at  $7  84 $1,568  00 

November    9,  1858.— 200  reams,  at  $7  84 1,568  00 

400  reams,  at  $7  84 3,136  00 


c  Ordered  on  September  28,  1858,  3,000  reams  of  66-poiind  paper,  but  after  the  deUverj 
of  794  reams,  the  order  was  revoked,  owing  to  the  bad  qiuditj  of  the  paper  offered. 
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Writing  papers. — Taylor  &  Maury,  contractors,  1857-58. 

February  18,  1868. — 72  reams  white  flat-cap,  at 
$2  88 $207  36 

Febraary  18,  1868. — 48  reams  blue  flat-cap,  at 
$2  88 138  24 

Febraary  18,  1868. — 40  reams  white  medium,  at 

$6  75 270  00 

.     $615  60 

May  26,  1868.— 240  reams  bine  4to  post,  at  $1  92 460  80 

Angnst  11,  1858.— 320  reams  white  4to  post,  at  $1  92....       614  40 

1,690  80 


5&-pound. — Miller  &  Hines,  contractors,  1858-'59. 
Febraary  22,  1859.— 600  reams,  (two  iaToices,)  at  $7  66..  $4,536  00 

Becapitvlation. 

S.  J.  Megargee $4,802  40 

John  H.  Hall 5,868  20 

Curtis  &  Brother 3,136  00 

Taylor  &  Maury 1,690  80 

Miller  &  Hines 4,536  00 

20,033  40 


I 


Wednesday,  February  23, 1859. 
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J.  WiLLARD  Kick  sworn. 


Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  Newton,  Massachusetts. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  Commission  paper  dealer. 

Question.  What  is  the  name  of  your  firm? 

Answer.  Bioe,  Eendell  &  Co. 

Question.  Did  you  supply  paper  in  1856  to  S.  J.  Megargee,  of 
Philadelphia  ? 

Answer.  We  did  ;  or  rather  to  Megargee  Brothers. 

Question.  Did  you  understand  it  was  for  government  use? 

Answer.  It  was  to  be  shipped  to  Greorgetown. 

Question.  Does  your  account  show  that  it  was  for  government  use . 

Answer.  We  presumed  it  was  for  government  use. 

Question.  What  class  paper  was  it? 

Answer.  24  by  38,  45-pound  paper. 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  at  what  time  that  paper  was  shipped  to 
Georgetown  ? 

Answer.  We  began  to  ship  as  soon  as  we  received  the  order  from 
Megargee. 
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Question.  At  what  time  did  you  receive  the  order  ? 

Answer.  In  November,  1855. 

Question.  How  much  paper  did  you  supply  Megargee  with  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  about  16,000  reams. 

Question.  In  that  year  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  Did  you  hear  of  any  difficulty  in  reference  to  the  receipt 
of  the  paper  in  the  spring  of  1856,  or  at  any  time? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State  whether  any  deduction  was  made  in  the  account 
between  Megargee  and  yourself,  in  what  way  that  deduction,  if  any, 
was  made,  and  what  was  said  by  Megargee  at  the  time ;  and  in  con- 
nexion with  that  you  may  point  to  the  entries  in  your  accounts  for 
such  explanation  as  you  think  proper. 

Answer.  We  sold  Megargee  Brothers  a  certain  new  style  of  paper 
to  be  delivered  here.  He  afterwards  required  us  to  make  a  deduction 
upon  the  paper  we  had  sent  to  Georgetown.  The  paper  had  been  sent 
so  far  that  we  thought  it  much  better  to  submit  to  the  deduction  than 
to  take  it  back  again,  and  therefore  we  allowed  him  the  deduction 
upon  several  hundred  reams.  My  impression  is  that  Megargee  said 
the  paper  was  stored  in  an  old  building;  that  the  floor  of  the  building 
had  given  way,  and  our  impression  was  that  it  would  cost  us  more  to 
take  the  paper  back  again  than  it  would  to  make  the  deduction  and 
have  the  paper  used  here. 

Question.  Did  you  understand  what  that  deduction  was  for  ;  wheth- 
er it  was  to  secure  its  receipt  by  the  government  or  not  ? 

Answer.  It  was  asked  of  us  by  him  and  we  never  knew  whether  the 
government  used  it  or  not.  We  made  the  allowance  in  order  to  se- 
cure the  sale  of  the  paper  by  us. 

Question.  Did  he  say  that  the  paper  would  not  be  received  by  the 
government  unless  the  allowance  was  made  ? 

Answer.  I  think  he  notified  us  that  the  paper  we  sent  was  not 
acceptable,  and  that  it  was  rejected. 

Question.  And  that  it  would  cost  how  much  to  have  it  accepted  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  he  stated  that.  We  made  the  allowance 
to  secure  the  sale  of  the  paper. 

Question.  Be  kind  enough  to  show  the  entries  upon  your  account 
which  exhibit  that  deduction. 

[The  witness  here  produced  the  original  of  Megargee  Brothers,  as 
rendered  to  Rice,  Kendell  &  Co.,  of  Philadelphia,  October  16,  1856, 
in  which  the  following  item  appears :  ^^  deduction  on  3,804  reams  of 
paper  rejected  by  government,  and  after  making  allowance  was  re- 
ceived August  4,  1856,  $901."] 

Question.  Was  that  the  account  rendered  by  Megargee  Brothers  to 
your  house  ? 

Answer.  It  is. 

Question.  And  that  deduction  was  made  on  the  amount  of  your'^bill 
according  to  the  entry  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;   and  that  corresponds  exactly  with  our  books.  . 

Question.  You  have  also  here  another  account,  January  7,  1857. 
Was  that  also  furnished  by  Megargee  Brothers  to  your  hoiijie  ? 


^ 
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<  Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  I  see  an  item  in  the  account  described  "allowaooe 
claimed  at  government  on  1,590  reams,  last  lot,  October  10,  and  not 
received  by  government  until  December  2,  f300."  Was  that  allow- 
ance made  to  Megargee  Brothers  ? 

Answer.  It  was. 

Question.  Then  the  whole  amount  of  allowance  made,  as  perthov 
two  bills  furnished  to  you  for  that  purpose,  was  how  much  ? 

Answer.  $1,201. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  the  allowance,  as  mentioned  in 
Ae  account  of  January  1,  1857,  was  at  the  same  rate  as  the  one  spe 
cified  in  the  account  of  October  16,  1856  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know.    It  is  easily  calculated. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Do  you  state  that  you  paid  this  $1^201 
to  Megargee  Brothers  for  the  purpose  of  having  that  paper  receiftd? 

Answer.  No,  sir.  We  made  the  deduction  to  him  for  the  parpo* 
of  settling  his  account.  We  had  either  to  take  the  paper  bad  or 
make  the  deduction  to  him.  He  was  our  customer,  and  we  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  government. 

Question,  (by  the  (Chairman.)  And  he  informed  yon  at  the  time 
that  the  allowance  was  claimed  at  the  city  of  Washington  ? 

Answer.  I  was  preparing  to  come  on  to  Washington  to  see  about 
this  matter  of  the  paper,  to  see  what  we  could  do  with  it.  Indeed 
the  time  was  fixed  for  me  to  come,  to  see  if  I  could  make  any  sale  of 
the  paper ;  or  if  not,  to  take  it  back.  Megargee  Brothers  telegraphed 
me  that  he  would  take  the  paper  at  a  certain  rate.  We  accepted  the 
offer,  and  settled  in  that  way. 

Question.  Did  he  say  he  had  arranged  to  take  it  here  at  a  certain 
rate? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  had  been  to  Washington,  or 
not. 

Question.  Did  you  make  any  other  or  further  deduction  to  Megar- 
gee under  similar  circumstances  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  supplied  paper  to  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  bid  for  contracts? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  stated  all  you  deem  important  for  this  commit- 
tee to  know? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  Are  the  accounts  which  you  have  shown  to  the  commit- 
.  tee,  from  which  we  have  made  extracts,  the  original  accounts  sent  fo 
you  by  the  house  of  Megargee  Brothers  ? 

Answer.  They  are. 

Question.  Will  you  look  at  this  Finance  Report  of  1856-*7  »»* 
tell  me  what  the  paper  on  which  it  is  printed  is  worth  ? 

The  vnlness  examined  the  book  and  replied — I  think  the  poorest 
paper  was  worth  11  or  12  cents  per  pound  at  that  time,  and  the  best 
was  worth  13^  cents. 
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Samuel  D.  Warren,  a  witness  called  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Seaman, 
was  duly  sworn,  and  the  questions  were  propounded  to  him,  at  the 
suggestion  of  Mr.  Seaman,  by  the  Chairman : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  At  Waltham,  Massachusetts. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  am  in  the  paper  commission  business,  and  a  paper  mani»- 
facturer  in  the  city  of  Boston. 

Question.  What  is  your  firm  ? 

Answer.  It  is  Grant,  Warren  &  Co.  In  1854  it  was  Grant,  Daniell 
&Co. 

Question.  Did  you  supply  any  46-pound  paper  in  1854  for  the  gov- 
ernment ? 

Answer.  We  did. 

Question.  What  was  the  quality  of  that  paper? 

Answer.  It  was  paper  we  were  accustomed  to  sell  at  that  time  for 
14  cents  a  pound. 

Question.  Was  any  of  that  paper  rejected  by  the  government? 

Answer.  A  small  quantity — 540  reams. 

Question.  Was  it  returned? 

Answer.  108  reams  of  it  were  sold  here  at  $6  per  ream ;  432  reams 
were  shipped  to  New  York  and  sold  by  us  there. 

Question.  At  what  time  was  that  ? 

Answer.  It  was  in  1854.  I  cannot  give  the  exact  date  when  the 
paper  was  returned. 

Question.  Was  the  paper  rejected  and  returned  at  that  time,  at 
the  closing  up  of  that  invoice  ? 

Answer.  I  think  it  was  one  lot  of  paper,  but  do  not  know  that  it 
was  one  invoice.  It  was  a  lot  which  we  did  not  manufacture.  It  was 
not  seen  by  us.     It  was  rejected  and  taken  back. 

Question.  Was  that  the  only  amount  of  paper  you  supplied  which 
was  not  manufactured  by  you  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  we  manufactured  about  one-half  of  the 
paper  we  supplied. 

Question.  Did  you  see  the  other  half  which  was  sent  to  the  gov- 
ernment ? 

Answer.  For  the  most  part  we  did. 

Question.  Was  it  generally  as  good  as  you  manufactured  yourself-? 

Answer.  I  should  say  it  was,  with  the  exception  of  that  particular 
lot. 

Question.  To  what  point  did  you  ship  your  paper? 

Answer.  To  Georgetown. 

Question.  Did  the  supply  of  that  paper  run  into  1855  at  all? 

Answer.  No,  sir ;  it  was  delivered  between  January  1  and  De- 
cember 31,  1854. 

Question.  What  did  you  think  the  paper  which  you  considered  ae 
inferior  was  worth  per  ream  ? 

Answer.  If  I  recollect  right,  we  sold  it  to  be  used  in  New  York  at 
12^  cents  per  pound. 
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Question.  What  did  you  sell  the  paper  for  which  was  diipoied  of 
in  Washington  ? 

Answer.  $6  per  ream. 

Question.  To  whom  did  you  sell  it  ? 

Answer.  To  A.  0^  P.  Nicholson. 

Question.  What  was  his  business  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  was  governmeDt  printer 
at  the  time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Did  he  settle  for  it  individually,  or  was  it  paid  for  by  the 
government  ? 

Answer.  Individually.  It  was  sold  by  the  parties  who  attended  to 
the  reception  of  the  paper  here. 

Question.  Were  you  required  to  make  any  deduction  upon  the  paper 
supplied  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  charged  anything  by  any  person  furnish- 
ing paper  to  the  government,  in  connexion  with  your  supply? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  We  paid  for  the  receipting  and  delivery  of  the 
paper  here  to  the  party  we  employed. 

Question.  Who  was  that  agent? 

Answer.  A  Mr.  Boudinot. 

Question.  How  much  did  you  pay  him  ? 

Answer.  One  per  cent. 

Question.     One  per  cent,  on  the  entire  cost  of  the  paper  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Was  that  the  only  amount  you  paid  upon  that  paper  for 
services  here  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir,  except  actual  charges  for  freight,  and  for  storage 
when  it  was  stored. 

Question.  At  the  time  the  paper  was  rejected,  was  there  any  propo- 
sition made  for  its  receipt  upon  a  payment  or  deduction  from  the 
amount  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  ycu  bid  for  any  contracts  since  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  You  have  not  received  any  contracts? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  the  reason  why  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  bid  lower  than  other  parties? 

Answer.  I  think,  considering  the  quality  of  the  paper,  we  hare? 

Question.  In  what  years  have  you  bid? 

Answer.  Every  year. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  you  offered  to  supply  45-pound  paper 
for  in  1856? 

Answer.  I  cannot  remember. 

Question.  Can  you  specify  any  particular  year  in  which  yoa  hare 
offered  bids  and  not  received  a  contract ;  when  you  believed  or  knew 
your  bid  to  be  less  than  that  of  the  party  who  received  the  contract? 
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Answer.  I  believe  we  were  entitled  to  receive  the  45-poand  paper 
in  1857,  upon  the  ground  that  the  paper  which  we  offered  to  supply 
was  the  better  paper  for  the  money.  I  did  not  see  the  paper  which 
was  famished,  but  this  fact  came  to  my  knowledge  through  Mr.  Clark, 
who  was  on  here  and  made  the  bid. 

Question.  Have  you  heard  of  any  paper  manufacturer  or  any  other 
party  paying  Mr.  Seaman,  or  any  other  party  for  his  benefit,  directly 
or  indirectly,  any  money  for  the  receipt  of  any  paper,  or  for  any  con- 
tract, or  have  you  heard  of  any  such  persons  loaning  any  money  to 
Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Nothing  but  late  rumors. 

Question.  Have  the  paper  manufacturers  and  commission  merchants 
in  Boston,  been  in  the  habit  for  the  last  two  or  three  years  of  bidding 
regularly  to  supply  paper  ? 

Answer.  I  should  say  they  have. 

Question.  Do  you  know  whether  they  have  been  successful  in  getting 
contracts  ? 

Answer.  I  think  Tillston  &  Hollingsworth  had  a  contract  for  plate 
paper,  and  John  M.  Hollingsworth  a  contract  for  map  paper. 

Question.  There  is  not  much  competition  in  the  manufacture  of  that 
kind  of  paper  ? 

Answer.  Less  than  for  book  paper. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  commission  merchants  or  paper  manu- 
facturers in  Boston  who  have  declined  to  bid  for  government  supplies 
because  they  could  not  get  contracts  upon  fair  principles  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say  I  do. 

Question.  Do  you  know,  within  your  own  knowledge,  any  par- 
ticular instance  of  that  kind  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Please  look  at  the  paper  in  this  Finance  Report  of  1856 
-'57,  and  tell  the  committee  what  it  is  worth  ? 

The  ivitneaa  examined  the  paper  and  answered.  I  think  the  poorest 
quality  is  worth  10^  cents  per  pound,  and  the  best  12^  cents. 

Question.  Look  at  the  paper  in  this  Finance  Report  of  1853-'64y 
and  tell  the  committee  what  it  is  worth  ? 

The  tmtnesa  examined  the  paper  and  answered.  I  should  think 
about  12^  cents  per  pound. 

Question.  What  would  that  class  of  paper  have  been  worth  in  1854  ? 

Answer.  About  13^  cents  per  pound. 

Mark  Wilcox  sworn. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  Commission  and  paper  manufacturer. 

Question.  Did  your  house  in  1856  supply  any  45-pound  paper  to 
S.  J.  Megargee,  or  Megargee  Brothers,  for  the  use  of  the  govern- 
ment? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  to  Megargee  Brothers. 

Question.  How  many  reams  did  you  supply  in  1856  ? 
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Answer.  196  reams;  I  took  an  order  for  1,000  reams  of  45-p(niDd 
paper,  24  X  38, 

Question.  How  was  it  to  be  marked? 

Answer.  '*C.  Wendell,  Washington,  D.  C." 

Question.  Under  that  order  how  many  reams  did  you  supply? 

Answer.  196  reams. 

Question.  Had  you  any  conversation  about  the  quality  of  ihii 
paper  with  8.  J.  Megargee? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  What? 

Answer.  He  said  the  paper  was  complained  of  as  inferior  in  qnali^ 
or  weight ;  I  cannot  positively  say  which.  I  felt  so  confident  that  it 
was  not  inferior,  that  I  said  to  him  that  I  preferred  that  he  should 
examine  the  paper  here  himself,  and  that  if  he  was  not  satisfied 
that  I  would  oe  willing  to  take  it  back,  but  that  I  was  not  willia^, 
of  course,  it  should  come  here  to  be  passed  upon  by  other  persons. 

Question.  He  took  no  more  paper,  then,  upon  that  order  to  send  to 
Washington  ? 

Answer.  He  did  not. 

Question.  Did  he  suggest  to  you  that  he  would  take  the  paper  bj 
your  making  a  deduction  upon  it? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  I  think  not. 

Question.  And  that  closed  your  transactions  with  him  ? 

Answer.  I  refused  to  deliver  any  more  paper,  unless  it  was  passed 
upon  by  himself  at  Philadelphia. 

Question.  What  is  this  paper  in  the  Finance  Report  of  185&-7 
worth  ? 

The  witness,  after  examining  the  paper,  replied  :  12^  to  13  cents 
per  pound  for  the  best. 

Question.  What  is  the  worse  quality  of  paper  in  that  book  worth? 

Answer.  There  is  not  much  difference  in  the  quality  of  the  paper, 
but  the  difference  is  in  the  color. 

Question.  What  difference  would  that  make  in  the  market  price? 

Answer.  It  would  make  all  of  two  cents  a  pound.  I  think  10  cents 
per  pound  would  be  the  outside  valuation  of  it. 

Henry  V.  Builbr  recalled : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  You  stated  in  your  previous  exami- 
nation,  that  Mr.  Seaman  had  called  upon  you  for  a  loan  of  $3,000 
while  you  were  a  contractor  with  the  government,  and  before  the 
lettings  of  1856,  and  that  you  declined  to  loan  the  money.  Hare  jon 
any  reason  to  suppose  that  that  refusal  upon  your  part  had  anything 
to  do  with  your  not  getting  subsequent  contracts  for  which  you  offered, 
and  if  so  state  what  reason  you  have  ? 

Answer,  I  offered  for  the  52-poand  paper  at  less  price  than  it  was 
awarded  to  others  for,  and  there  must  have  been  some  object  io  riew 
in  giving  it  to  other  parties  at  higher  prices. 

Question.  Do  you  know  what  the  difference  was  in  the  bids? 

Anewer.  I  do  not,  but  I  think  it  was  from  one-fourth  to  one-half  cent 
a  pound. 
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Question.  To  you  know  whether  that  paper  was  better  than  the  paper 
manufactured  by  you  ? 

Answer.  The  paper  delivered  was  not  better  than  the  samples  we 
offered  to  deliver. 

Question.  Was  it  as  good? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  as  I  ought  to  say  ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

Question.  Did  you  believe  from  the  facts  you  have  stated  that  the 
awards  would  have  been  different  had  you  been  more  liberal  in  your 
course  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  have  obtained  the  contract  if 
I  had  made  the  loan,  if  other  parties  had  paid  more.  I  have  no  con- 
fidence that  I  should. 

Question.  Had  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  the  awards  depended 
in  some  measure  upon  such  allowances  ? 

Answer.  I  thought  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  in  which  any  money  consid- 
eration had  been  paid  for  the  receipt  of  paper  which  had  been  rejected  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Wendell, 
the  public  printer,  about  the  receipt  of  paper  by  the  Superintendent's 
o£Sce  ;  if  so,  what  and  at  what  time  ? 

Answer.  I  had  a  very  little  conversation  with  him  upon  the  subject. 
I  think  it  was  in  1857,  about  the  time  the  contracts  were  given  out, 
Mr.  Clark  and  myself  met  Mr.  Wendell  in  the  rotunda.  We  asked 
him  how  matters  were  going  on  here.  He  replied  that  there  was  a 
lot  of  paper  there  he  wanted  to  wet  down,  and  that  he  ordered  his 
men  to  do  it ;  but  that  Jewett  came  in  and  told  the  men  that  they 
could  not  do  it  yet,  and  they  stopped  work  ;  that  he  (Wendell)  came 
in  afterwards  and  iound  that  they  were  not  using  it,  and  upon  asking 
the  men  why  they  were  not  using  it,  they  replied  that  Jewett  had 
forbidden  them  to  use  it.  He  told  them  to  go  on  and  use  it.  They  were 
in  his  employment.  Wendell  then  went  to  Jewett  and  told  him  to 
use  the  paper,  that  it  was  good  paper,  better  than  they  had  been 
receiving,  and  that  he  must  give  instructions  to  use  it,  or  he  would 
not  keep  his  place  24  hours,  and  Jewett  did  afterwards  authorize 
thom  to  use  it. 

Question.  Did  he  state  the  reason  why  Mr.  Jewett  pursued  that 
course  ? 

Answer.  He  said  it  had  not  been  arranged  for. 

Question.  What  did  he  mean  by  that? 

Answer.  1  do  not  know. 

Question.  Did  you  understand  him  to  mean  that  a  consideration 
was  to  be  paid  for  receiving  it  ? 

Answer.  I  got  that  impression  from  the  remark.  I  do  not  know 
that  he  said  it  in  so  many  words. 

Question.  What  was  the  impression  he  made  upon  your  mind  in 
that  conversation  ? 

Answer.  The  impression  was  that  it  had  not  been  arranged  for — 
the  words  he  used  led  me  to  suppose  that  some  bonus,  or  something  of 
that  kind  was  to  be  given. 

Question.  And  hence  the  paper  had  not  been  received? 
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Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Is  that  all  he  said  in  that  connexion  ? 

Answer.  I  think  so. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  else  connected  with  Mr.SeaiMii'* 
oflBcial  conduct,  his  book,  accounts,  or  with  loans^  or  any  bonnsa 
paid  by  paper  contractors,  lithographers,  engravers,  or  others  hafing 
business  with  the  government  under  his  department,  which  you  hare 
not  communicated,  and  which  it  is  important  for  this  committee  to 
know,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion. 

Wm.  B.  Shaw  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  We  have  some  evidence  in  our  teati- 
timony  that  you  received  a  compensation  for  a  month  and  a  half's 
services  as  clerk  in  the  Superintendent's  office  when  you  were  unable 
to  perform  and  did  not  perform  any  clerical  duties.  Be  kind  enough 
to  state  what  you  know  about  that  matter,  and  give  us  such  explana- 
tion of  it  as  you  have  in  your  possession. 

Answer.  Mr.  Seaman  promised  me  that  when  he  was  appointed 
Superintendent  of  Public  Printing  under  Pierce's  administration,  (I 
was  then  working  in  the  Union  office,)  he  would  give  me  a  clerkship 
under  him.  He  was  appointed  but  he  did  not  give  it  to  me  then.  It 
run  along  for  a  long  time,  I  cannot  say  how  long,  perhaps  a  year, 
when  a  vacancy  occurred  in  the  office  after  Congress  had  adjourned. 
He  informed  me  of  the  fact  one  day.  Says  he,  **  Shaw,  I  am  going  to 
appoint  you,  there  is  a  vacancy  in  my  office."  I  told  him  I  would  be 
very  glad  if  he  would  do  it,  as  I  was  entirely  unable  to  work  at  the 
printing  business,  on  account  of  my  eyes.  He  did  appoint  me  and 
placed  my  name  upon  the  pay  roll.  I  went  up  to  the  office  onoe  or 
twice  but  my  eyes  troubled  me  so  much  that  I  could  not  do  anything. 
This  thing  ran  along  a  month  or  so  and  I  did  not  get  any  better ;  I 
was  weak  and  unable  to  perform  the  duties  of  the  office.  I  saw  Mr. 
Seaman  very  frequently,  as  we  lived  in  the  same  part  of  the  city.  The 
month  expired  and  I  drew  my  pay.  I  was  able  to  walk  up  to  the 
office,  my  eyes  protected  with  green  glasses.  Mr.  Seaman  found  that 
I  could  not  do  tne  duties  of  the  office,  and  was  not  likely  to  very  sooo, 
and  he  discharged  me  in  the  middle  of  the  month.  He  told  me  it  was 
impossible  to  continue  me ;  that  he  wanted  to  put  in  a  man  who  could 
perform  the  duties.  I  told  him  I  was  very  sorry,  for  at  that  time  I 
was  in  straightened  circumstances  and  had  been  thrown  out  of  em- 

Sloyment  for  a  long  time  on  account  of  my  eyes.     He  told  me  it  was 
oubtful  whether  I  would  be  able  to  do  anything  for  a  long  time.  He 
paid  me  for  the  time  I  had  been  in  the  office,  discharged  me  and  ap- 

Sointed  another  man  in  my  place,  who  went  on  and  discharged  tiie 
uties  of  the  office.  I  afterwards  got  well,  but  nothing  was  said  aboat 
my  coming  back,  though  he  always  appeared  kind  and  pleasant 
enough,  nor  did  I  make  application  afterwards  to  go  into  the  office 
again.  We  have  never  spoken  about  that  matter  from  that  time oatil 
I  met  him  here  the  other  day,  when  he  spoke  to  me  about  it.  He  said 
it  appeared  upon  the  books  that  I  had  received  money;  without  pe^ 
forming  services.  I  desired  to  make  thio  explanation  so  that  the  mat- 
ter might  be  understood. 
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Question,  (by  Mr.  Niblack.)  I  understand  you  to  say  that  your  em- 
ployment was  in  ^ood  faith,  or  in  pursuance  of  previous  arrange- 
ments ;  that  you  did  not  perform  the  duties,  because  you  were  physi- 
cally unable  to  do  so  ? 

Answer.  When  it  became  finally  known  that  I  could  not  perform 
the  duties  he  put  a  man  in  my  place.  He  did  not  let  me  go  the  two 
months  out ;  said  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  somebody  should 
perform  those  duties.  This  all  took  place  before  I  had  any  connexion 
whatever  with  any  newspaper.  I  was  at  that  time  working  at  the 
printing  business.     It  was  six  years  ago. 

William  Quail,  recalled. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  examined  the  accounts 
kept  in  your  office  of  the  paper  received  from  S.  J.  Megargee  in  the 
years  1856  and  1857  ? 

Answer.  1  have. 

Question.  Did  you  find  any  deductions  or  credits  made  upon  those 
accounts  for  short  weight,  inferior  quality,  or  any  other  cause  ? 

Answer.  None,  whatever. 

Question.  Did  the  certificates  issued  to  Megargee  cover  the  whole 
amount  of  paper  received  from  him,  and  the  price  as  contracted  with 
him? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  except  the  amount  paid  out  of  the  waste-leaves 
account. 

Question.  Were  certificates  issued  for  the  whole  amount  of  paper 
received  from  8.  J.  Megargee  at  the  price  he  contracted  to  deliver  it  for, 
except  the  amount  which  was  arranged  to  be  paid  out  of  the  waste 
leaves,  as  heretofore  described  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.^  It  seems  by  your  statement  that  the 
government  has  paid  the  full  amount  of  the  contract  price  for  the 
paper,  no  matter  how  deficient  it  was  in  weight  or  quality. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir  ;  there  was  no  deduction. 

Harry  Connelly,  sworn. 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Answer.  In  Philadelphia. 

Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 

Answer.  I  am  in  the  wholesale  and  retail  liquor  business. 

Question.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Seaman,  the  late  Superintendent  of 
Public  Printing? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  firm  of  lithographers  or  engravers  in 
Philadelphia? 

Answer.  I  know  several ;  more  particularly  P.  S.  Duval  &  Co. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  had  any  business  connexion  with  P.  S. 
Duval  &  Co.  respecting  engraving,  lithographing,  and  printing  for 
the  government? 

Answer.  Never  since  Mr.  Seaman  has  been  in  office. 

Question.  When  did  your  last  connexion  with  that  house  take 
place? 
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Answer.  It  must  have  been  seven  years  ago. 

Question.  When  did  you  last  receive  money  from  them  for  ywir 
services? 

Answer.  That  I  cannot  state.  They  were  in  debt  to  me  some  two 
or  three  years,  perhaps,  after  our  contract  had  closed.  Mr.  Duval  liaa 
paid  it  at  sundry  times  and  in  different  amounts. 

Question.  What  work  was  it  that  you  secured  for  him? 

Answer.  Some  lithographing. 

Question.  Upon  what  particular  work? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Did  he  owe  you  anything  at  the  time  of  the  fire  by  which 
he  was  burned  out? 

Answer.  I  think  he  did. 

Question.  Did  you  release  any  portion  of  your  claim  upon  the  finn 
at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  did  not.  Whatever  interest  I  had  in  the  contract  mi 
paid  in  full.     There  was  no  release  or  anything  of  the  sort. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  in  securing  for  P.  S.  Duval 
a  contract  for  the  engraving  on  the  Coast  Survey  of  1853  ? 

Witness:  Was  that  since  Mr.  Seaman  came  into  oflSce? 

The  Chairman:  The  committee  did  not  come  here  to  be  catechised, 
but  to  ask  you  questions,  and  they  expect  you  will  answer  them. 

Answer.  Since  Mr.  Seaman  came  into  office  I  have  never  been  con- 
cerned, directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  contract. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  in  procuring  for  P.  S.  Duval 
a  contract  for  engraving  upon  the  Coast  Survey  of  1853  ? 

Answer.  I  really  forget  now.  If,  however,  it  was  since  Mr.  Seaman 
came  into  office,  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

The  Chairman :  I  shall  insist  upon  a  direct  answer  to  that  question 
without  any  regard  to  the  time  when  Mr.  Seaman  came  into  office. 

Wilnesa:  I  could  not  have  had  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  in  securing  for  that  firm  the 
printing  upon  the  Japan  Expedition  ordered  by  the  second  session 
of  the  33d  Congress  ? 

Answer.  If  that  work,  as  I  said  before,  was  given  out  after  Mr. 
Seaman  came  into  office,  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  tell  you  I  was 
interested  in  a  contract  Duval  had  with  the  government  previous  to 
the  time  when  Mr.  Seaman  came  into  office. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  a  contract  for  them  for  work 
done  upon  the  Japan  Expedition  in  1856,  or  ordered  in  1854  or  1855? 

Answer.  I  cannot  state  positively. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  work  they  did  on  Lieu- 
tenant Gilliss'  Report,  ordered  the  *  1st  session  of  the  33d  Congress, 
which  must  have  been  in  the  winter  of  1853-'54  ? 

Answer.  I  think  I  had. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  work  done  by  them  on 
the  Coast  Survey  Keport  of  1854  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  recollect. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  work  done  by  them  on 
the  Pacific  Railroad  Surveys,  which  was  ordered  by  the  2d  session  of 
the  33d  Congress? 
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Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  work  which  they  did 
on  Captain  Marcy's  Report,  ordered  by  the  2d  session  of  the  33d  Con- 
gress? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  work  done  by  them 
upon  Emory's  Report,  ordered  by  the  2d  session  of  the  33d  Congress? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  work  done  by  them  on 
messages  and  maps  ordered  by  the  3d  session  of  the  34th  Congress? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Question.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  the  engraving  done  by 
them  upon  the  Agricultural  Report  of  the  3d  session  of  the  34th  Con- 
gress? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.  I  think  I  could  not  have  had  anything 
to  do  with  it. 

Question.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  work  done  by  P.  S.  Duval 
&  Son  upon  the  Coast  Survey  Report  of  1855  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  have  had. 

Question.  Can  you  tell  us  when  you  received  the  last  pay  for  P.  S. 
Duval  &  Co.? 

Answer.  I  cannot. 

Question.  Was  it  as  late  as  October,  1854? 

Answer.  I  really  cannot  say.  I  think  the  last  payment  he  made 
me  had  run  on  some  two  years  after  his  contract  had  been  fulfilled. 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive  a  payment  from  them  as  late  as  Sep- 
tember 20,  1856? 

Answer.  I  think  it  very  likely. 

Question.  Did  you  not  receive  a  payment  of  $500  from  them  as  late 
as  February  20,  1867? 

Answer.  It  may  be. 

Question.  How  much  have  you  received  from  them  for  commissions 
upon  government  work  during  your  business  relations  with  them? 

Answer.  I  cannot  state  positively.     It  was  certainly  over  $3,000. 

Question.  Are  you  intimate  with  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Not  intimate.  I  knew  him  when  he  was  a  clerk,  before 
he  received  his  appointment  as  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing. 

Question.  Did  not  you  go  to  Mr.  Seaman's  office  as  late  as  Sep- 
tember, 1855,  and  urge  upon  him  the  employment  of  P.  S.  Duval  & 
Co.  as  engravers  ? 

Answer.  I  think  not. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  you  last  speak  to  Mr.  Seaman  in  behalf 
of  P.  S.  Duval  &  Co.  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  ever  did. 

Question.  Did  you  eyer  have  an  interview  with  Mr.  Seaman  in.  his 
office  upon  that  subject  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  recollect. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  have  such  an  interview  with  Mr.  Seaman, 
either  here  or  at  your  office  in  Philadelphia,  or  at  the  hotel,  or  at  any 
other  place  ? 

Answer.  Not  that  I  recollect. 
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Question.  Do  you  recollect  having  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Seaman 
upon  that  subject  in  the  fall  of  1855  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  portion  of  the  money  receiTed\ry 
you  from  the  firm  of  P.  S.  Duval  &  Co.  to  any  one  else  interested  in 
procuring  work  from  the  government? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  paid  any  portion  of  that  commission  to 
any  officer,  clerk,  or  party  interested,  or  to  any  persons,  believing  them 
to  be  associated  with,  or  interested  with,  those  engaged  in  government 
employ  mints? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Have  you  ever  loaned  any  money  to  Mr.  Seaman? 

Answer.  Never  that  I  recollect  of. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Seaman  contracting  with  any  «i- 
graver  or  engravers  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia  for  work  to  be  done  for 
the  government,  out  of  which  contract  he  was  to  be  paid  a  per 
centage  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

Question.  Were  you  ever  told  so  by  a  gentleman  in  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  When  did  your  relations  with  P.  S.  Duval  &  Co.  cease? 

Answer.  They  ceased  at  the  time  he  made  me  the  last  payment 
upon  account  of  that  contract. 

Question.  Did  you  attend  to  his  business  and  represent  his  interest 
up  to  the  date  of  the  last  payment? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  receive  any  portion  of  the  money  from  Du^al 
&  Co.  on  contracts  for  work  done  upon  Gilliss'  report  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect.  I  was  not  interested  in  any  contract 
made  by  Duval  after  Mr.  Seaman  came  into  office.  I  had  no  interest 
in  any  contract  made  after  Mr.  Seaman  was  appointed  Superintendent 
of  Public  Printing,  and  he  never  received  one  dollar  from  me,  either 
directly  or  indirectly.  The  contract  in  which  I  w€w  interested  was 
previous  to  Mr.  Seaman  being  appointed  to  that  situation. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  any  portion  of  that  per  centage  yon 
received  from  engravers  to  Mr.  Wendell  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  pay  any  portion  of  it  to  any  party  residing  in 
Washington  ? 

Answer.  Never. 

Question.  Had  you  any  business  relations  of  that  character  with  a 
gentleman  by  the  name  of  Johnson? 

Answer.  No,  sir  ;  not  that  I  know  of. 

Question.  Do  you  know  S.  J.  Megargee,  of  Philadelphia? 

Answer.  Merely  by  sight. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  pay  him,  or  pay  through  him,  any  money 
out  of  that  per  centage  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  you  ever  speak  to  Mr.  Seaman  in  behalf  of  Duval  & 
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Co.,  or  any  other  lithographer  or  engraver^  in  the  city  of  Washington 
or  any  other  place  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Question.  Do  you  know  of  any  person,  either  a  paper  contractor, 
engraver,  or  lithographer,  who  has  at  any  time  paid,  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  or  who  has  at  any  time  stated  to  you  that  he  has  paid^ 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  manner,  any  money  to  Mr.  Sea- 
man for  paper  contracts,  contracts  for  engraving  or  lithographing,  or 
for  furnishing  materials  of  any  character  for  the  government  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not. 

William  Towebs  recalled. 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  State  what  you  know  of  a  conversa- 
tion which  took  place  between  John  H.  Hall,  of  the  firm  of  Campbell, 
Hall  &  Co.  and  Mr.  Seaman,  late  Superintendent,  relative  to  the  em- 
ployment or  discharge  of  Mr.  Goodenough,  who  had  acted  as  agent 
for  paper  contractors  ? 

Answer.  What  1  heard  of  that  conversation  was  accidental.  Mr. 
Seaman  and  Hall  were  in  conversation  in  respect  to  the  agent  of  Mr. 
Hall;  as  I  passed  them  I  heard  Mr.  Hall  remark,  that  Goodenough 
should  no  longer  be  his  agent.  My  brother,  who  was  subsequently 
appointed  agent  for  some  of  these  contractors,  was  then  in  the  city  of 
Washington,  with  a  large  family,  doing  nothing.  It  occurred  to  me 
that  he  might  make  a  respectable  living  for  his  family  by  engaging  in 
this  business  if  I  could  secure  it  for  him.  I  presume  that  was  the  first 
information  Mr  Seaman  had  that  Goodenough  was  no  longer  to  act 
as  agent  for  those  gentlemen.  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Seaman  upon  the  sub- 
ject as  soon  as  I  could  get  an  opportunity;  and  asked  him  if  he  would 
assist  me  in  getting  the  agency  for  my  brother.  I  desired  to  know 
from  him  whether  Mr.  Hall  or  any  other  of  the  contractors  had  any 
other  person  in  view,  saying  I  desired  to  secure  the  place  for  my 
brother.  It  resulted  in  my  brother  being  appointed  as  agent  for  these 
gentlemen.  I  was  referred,  or  it  may  be,  directed,  to  refer  my  brother 
to  Mr.  Wendell,  by  Mr.  Seaman,  in  connexion  with  this  agency,  the 
object  being  to  procure  the  agency  for  my  brother.  I  had  no  other 
instrumentality  in  the  matter  than  what  I  have  now  stated.  He  got 
a  salary  for  his  services. 

Question.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say  that  when  you  spoke  to 
Mr.  Seaman  upon  the  subject  he  said  he  had  no  objection  to  it,  or 
knew  no  objection  to  it;  and  directed  you  to  consult  Mr.  Wendell 
upon  the  subject  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir;  either  to  consult  with  him  upon  the  subject,  or 
to  refer  my  brother  to  him. 

Question.  Did  you  communicate  these  facts  to  your  brother? 

Answer.  I  did,  and  it  resulted  in  his  procuring  the  agency. 

Edward  Towers  sworn : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside? 
Answer.  In  Washington. 
Question.  What  is  your  business  ? 
Answer.  I  deal  in  paper. 
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Question.  Have  yoa  acted  as  the  agent,  or  have  jou  done  the  work 
of  the  agent,  who  acted  in  the  capacity  of  receiving  the  paper  of  cer- 
tain parties  haviDg  paper  contracts  with  the  government? 

Answer.  I  have. 

Question.  State  who  was  the  agent  proper  of  those  hous^,  for  tihe 
years  1855,  1856  and  1857  ? 

Answer.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter  in  1855.  I  com- 
menced the  agency,  I  think,  in  March,  1856. 

Question.  State  what  took  place  at  that  time,  and  what  relatiou 
existed  between  Mr.  Wendell  and  yourself  about  that  matter. 

Answer.  Mr.  Wendell  employed  me  as  the  agent  for  1856,  and 
1857.     • 

Question.  For  all  the  paper  contractors  for  those  years  ? 

Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  For  what  houses  ? 

Answer.  I  was  agent  for  the  45-pomid  and  the  52-pound  paper  con- 
tracts, in  1856  and  1857. 

Question.  Who  were  the  contractors  for  the  45  and  the  52-poaDi 
paper? 

Answer.  Campbell,  Hall  &  Co.,  for  the  52-pound  paper,  and  S.J. 
Megargee  for  the  46-pound  paper. 

Question.  Slate  the  conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Wendell  at  the 
time  of  the  employment. 

Answer.  I  had  been  sick,  and  one  day  going  out  I  understood  tbit 
Mr.  Wendell  had  requested  me  to  call  at  his  office.  I  did  so,  and  u 
he  was  just  going  up  to  the  Capitol,  I  got  into  his  carriage  and  rode  up 
with  him.  He  asked  me  if  I  wanted  employment.  I  told  him  I  did. 
He  asked  me  what  I  valued  my  services  at.  I  told  him  I  was  poor 
and  under  the  weather  and  wanted  everything  I  could  get.  He  asked 
me  if  $1,000  would  satisfy  me;  I  said  certainly.  He  then  said  he  had 
a  job  for  me,  which  was  the  agencies  for  those  papers  ;  he  did  not  say 
what  papers.  He  would  guaranty  me  $1,000  a  year.  I  came  to  the 
Capitol  and  there  saw  Megargee,  and  received  information  that  there 
was  paper  at  the  railroad  which  required  attention,  and  I  immediately 
that  morning  gave  it  my  attention. 

Question.  Where  did  you  meet  Megargee? 

Answer.  At  the  office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Public  Printing. 

Question.  Was  Mr.  Seaman  present? 

Answer.  I  am  not  positive;  it  strikes  me,  however,  that  he  was. 

Question.  From  whom  did  you  receive  the  $1,000? 

Answer.  I  received  it  from  Mr.  Wendell. 

Question.  Did  you  understand  that  Wendell  was  acting  as  agent 
for  those  paper  contractors  ? 

Answer.  iSo  I  understood  it. 

Question.  Then  you  received  no  portion  of  the  commissions  paid  bj 
these  houses  except  as  it  may  have  been  taken  to  make  up  that  1 1,000? 

Answer.  Not  of  those  two  houses,  as  well  as  I  remember. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Wendell  afterwards  at  any  time  tell  yoa  what 
commission  he  charged  those  houses. 

Answer.  No,  sir;  he  told  me  in  the  second  year,  that  I  had  done 
this  business  to  his  satisfaction,  and  that  of  everybody  else  concerned, 
and  that  he  thought  I  was  entitled  to  more  than  I  was  getting,  and 
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thftt  he  would  get  it  for  me  if  he  could;  and  the  second  year,  I  think 
I  received  $1,200. 

Question.  Do  you  know  how  that  government  paper  was  generally 
received  and  inspected  ? 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Question.  State  what  Mr.  Jewett,  or  any  other  person  else  in  the 
employ  of  the  Superintendent,  did^n  the  receipt  and  inspection  of  that 
paper  ? 

Answer.  Jewett's  duty  was  to  inspect  the  paper,  and  he  would 
generally  do  so ;  he  gave  it,  as  I  thought,  a  pretty  general  inspection 
and  gave  me  his  orders  what  to  do  with  it  when  it  was  received. 
Question.  Did  you  inspect  any  of  that  paper  for  him  ? 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Jewett  in  any  particular  neglect  the  receipt  and 
inspection  of  that  paper  ? 

Answer.  That  is  n  question  I  cannot  answer.  It  was  generally  the 
case,  and  with  only  a  few  exceptions,  that  when  I  was  with  Jewett 
he  gave  t^e  paper  a  pretty  fair  inspection.  There  were  a  few  times 
when  Jewett  was  absent  and  requested  me  to  store  the  paper,  when  I 
was  forced  to  hire  a  room  to  store  the  paper  in.  And  when  we  got 
into  the  new  wareroom,  there  were  two  or  three  occasions  in  which 
he  requested  me  to  put  the  paper  in  there  and  he  would  examine  it 
on  his  return.  As  to  what  kind  of  inspection  that  received  I  do  not 
know.  4» 

Question.  Did  you  ever  know  of  Mr.  Jewett  putting,  any  diflSculty 
in  the  way  of  receiving  paper,  and  having  large  quantities  accumulate 
on  hand  from  the  contractors  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Jewett  examined  large  lots  of  paper,  and  without 
satisfying  me  whether  it  would  be  received  or  rejected,  I  was  left  to 
do  as  I  pleased  with  it.  Of  course-I  had  to  store  it  and  take  care  of 
it,  and  thereby  there  was  a  large  quantity  on  hand. 

Question.  At  what  time  did  the  largest  quantity  accumulate  here? 
Answer.  I  think  it  was  during  the  first  year  of  my  agency. 
Question.  Was  it  early  in  1856? 

Answer.  No,  sir;  I  may  be  mistaken  as  to  its  being  in  1856  at  all. 
I  think  it  was  though.  It  might  have  been  in  1857,  and  I  am  in-^ 
clined  to  think  it  was.  I  am  rather  inclined  to  think  it  was  not  in 
1856,  though  it  might  have  been. 

Question.  Do  you  not  know  that  large  quantities  of  45-pound  paper 
were  rejected  by  Mr.  Jewett  ujjon  inspection  early  in  1856,  and  that 
you  were  compelled  to  store  it  in  an  old  storehouse  here,  where  the 
floor  gave  way,  and  that  the  fact^f  its  being  rejected  gave  Mr.  Me- 
gargee  very  considerable  trouble,  and  brought  him  on  here  at  that 
time  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  know  that  it  was  rejected. 
Question.  Did  you  hear  that  it  was  ? 

Answer.  I  heard  Mr.  Megargee  say  so  a  short  time  since  in  Phila- 
delphia, the  early  part  of  last  month,  and  I  made  the  remark  to  him 
that  I  did  not  know  that  that'^aper  was  rejected  ;  it  was  never  my 
understanding  that  it  was  rejected,  except  some  thirty-five  bundles. 
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QnestioD.  Had  you  anj  conversation  with  Mr.  Jewett  upon  the 
subject  at  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  had  at  various  times  conversations  with  him. 

Question.  Did  you  hear  him  say  it  was  rejected  or  not  rejected? 

Answer.  I  did  not ;  I  used  to  go  to  him  and  ask  him  if  he  coidd 
not  make  some  arrangement  to  receive  some  of  that  paper  ;  I  nefer, 
however,  understood  that  it  was  rejected,  except  the  small  lot  I  hare 
spoken  of.  Finally  I  went  to  him  and  asked  him  to  receive  the  whole 
of  it,  and  that  I  had  orders  to  send  it  back  if  it  was  not  received ;  it 
was  afterwards  received. 

Question.  Did  Megargee  come  on  here  about  that  time  ? 

Answer.  I  cannot  say;  he  was  here  off  and  on  all  the  time. 

Question.  Did  you  hear  him  say  he  had  been  comi>elled  to  pay  anj 
consideration  to  have  that  paper  received? 

Answer.  Never  in  my  life. 

Question.  Do  you  know  any  parties  who  were  compelled  to  w 
Jewett,  or  any  person  connected  with  the  office  of  the  Superinteode&tf 
for  receiving  paper? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.   Have  you  ever  heard  that  that  was  the  case? 

Answer.    No,  sir. 

Question.   What  were  your  particular  duties  in  receiving  that  paper? 

Answer.  They  were  to  receive  it  when  it  came;  to  deliver  it  to  the 
Superintendent;  to  get  the  contractors'  orders;  to  deliver  the  paper  a^ 
cording  to  their  orders,  unless  it  was  rejected;  to  pay  the  expenses, 
&c.,  &c. 

What  expenses  had  you  to  pay  ;  the  cartage  and  8tor- 


Question. 
age,  &c.  ? 
Answer. 
Question 
Answer. 


Yes,  sir  ;  when  I  had  to  hire  a  room  to  store  it  in. 

You  paid  the  cartage  ? 
I  did;  in  many  cases  I  paid  all  the  expenses,  and  Bome- 
times  the  entire  freight. 

Question.  You  are  now  acting  as  agent  for  some  of  the  paper  con- 
tractors ? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir. 

Question.   And  your  contract  is  directly  with  them  ? 

Answer,   Yes,  sir. 

Question.   When  did  your  arrangement  with  Wendell  expire? 

Answer.   In  1857. 

Question.   It  expired  upon  Mr.  Seaman's  retiring  from  office? 

Answer.   Yes,  sir,  about  that  time. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  else  of  your  own  knowledge,  (^ 
from  the  evidence  of  respectable  persons  whose  names  you  can  gireto 
this  committee,  which  it  is  important  and  proper  for  this  committee  to 
know,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion  in  the  investigation  they 
have  now  on  hand  ? 

Answer.   I  do  not. 

Question.  Do  you  know  anything  respecting  the  books  or  of  the 
business  conduct  of  the  late  Superintendent,  Mr.  Seaman,  in  coonexion 
with  any  paper  contractor,  engraver,  lithographer,  or  other  perwni 
supplying  materials  or  doing  work  for  the  government  through  h» 
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office,  which  it  is  necessary  to  communicate  to  enlighten  this  commit- 
tee in  regard  .to  those  transactions,  either  for  or  against  Mr.  Seaman  ? 

Answer.   No,  sir. 

Question.  Did  not  your  brother  inform  you  that  some  conversation 
had  been  had  in  regard  to  this  agency,  and  request  you  to  see  Mr. 
Wendell  in  reference  to  your  employment? 

Answer.  I  recollect  having  some  conversation  with  my  brother  upon 
the  subject ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  as  to  whether  he  requested  me  to 
call  upon  Mr.  Wendell, 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  Did  you  call  upon  Mr,  Wendell,  or  he 
upon  you  ? 

Answer.  He  left  word  at  a  place  upon  the  Avenue  to  have  me  call 
at  his  office,  as  he  wished  to  see  me.  I  went  to  the  Union  office,  and 
got  into  his  carriage  and  rode  up  to  the  Capitol ;  upon  the  way  the  con- 
versation took  place. 

Question.  That  was  the  time  he  employed  you  at  a  salary  of  $1,000. 

Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Alfred  B.  Claxton  recalled  : 

Question,  (by  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  any  further  explanation 
to  make  about  the  blanks  which  were  printed,  and  for  which  71  com- 
positions were  charged  ? 

Answer.  Yes,  sir.  These  blanks  were  not  common  post  bills,  but 
bills  now  for  the  first  time  adopted  by  the  Post  Office  Department, 
and  were  called  *'  Registered  Letter  Bills."  To  my  knowledge  Mr, 
Seaman  never  allowed  extra  composition  upon  common  post  bills. 
The  usage  of  the  trade  is,  that  every  separate  order  carries  its  own 
composition.  The  opinion  of  a  majority  of  practical  printers  has 
been  adverse  to  the  action  of  the  department. 

Question,  (put  at  the  solicitation  of  Mr.  Seaman.)  If  the  certificate 
in  which  the  item  in  question  was  charged  had  been  accompanied  by 
evidence  showing  that  the  Post  Office  Department  had  ordered  those 
blanks  as  ofken  as  composition  was  allowed  by  me,  would  the  sus- 
pended item  haye  been  allowed  by  the  department  under  the  rule  of 
the  trade  referred  to  by  you  ? 

Answer.  It  would ;  but  that  evidence  not  having  been  furnished 
by  me,  and  there  being  nothing  in  the  certificate  of  the  Superin- 
tendent to  prove  that  it  was*  anything  but  a  single  order  of  the  Post 
Office  Department,  it  was  properly  suspended,  and  will  remain  sus- 
pended until  such  evidence  is  produced. 

A  subpoena  was  issued  on  the  eleventh  day  of  February,  1869,  re- 
quiring George  H.  Levis  to  appear  before  the  committee.  Said 
subpoena  was  served  upon  said  Levis  on  the  14th  day  of  February, 
1859,  after  which  the  following  certificate  was  handed  to  the  mes- 
senger who  served  said  subpoena : 

This  is  to  certify  that  Mr.  George  H.  Levis  has  sent  for  me  this 
day  to  ascertain  whether  his  present  state  of  health  will  allow  him 
to  visit  Washington  without  serious  injury. 

He  has  been  under  my  professional  care  for  an  affection  of  the 
spine  for  nearly  a  year,  and  during  that  time  has  been  obliged,  by 
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my  directions,  to  leave  business  and  the  Gity  for  several  months  at  a 
time. 

Daring  the  last  week  he  has  been  quite  ill,  and  I  haye  Wn 
obliged  to  see  him  daily.  Any  severe  or  protracted  exertion  would, 
at  the  present  time,  be  of  serious  detriment  to  him^  and  might  lead 
to  lasting  injury. 

J.  H.  B.  McCLELLAN,  M.  D. 
•  PntLADELPniA,  February  14,  1859. 

After  serving  the  subpoena  upon  Mr.  Levis  I  received  the  above 
certificate,  and  I  hereby  vouch  for  the  authenticity  of  the  same,  and 
know  from  my  own  personal  knowledge  its  correctness. 

JOSEPH  SEVERNS, 
Special  Deputy  SergearU-at-arw, 

Upon  the  return  of  the  sergeant-at-arms  with  the  certificate  abo^e 
inserted,  the  committee  declined  sending  for  Mr.  Levis,  both  od  aocoont 
of  his  sickness  and  because  the  committee  desired  to  close  their  ex- 
amination, and  could  not  do  so  without  delaying  the  same. 

Harry  Connelly  re-called : 

Question,  (by  Mr.  Covode.)  After  reflection,  do  you  recollect,  or  is  it 
your  impression,  that  you  got  some  of  these  contracts  since  Mr.  Seaman 
came  into  office  ? 

Answer.  I  have  been  thinking  of  the  matter  since  my  prenons 
examination,  and  my  impression  is  that  it  was  in  1853  or  1854,  since 
Mr.  Seaman  came  into  office,  but  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  him 
in  regard  to  the  matter  ;  I  never  made  any  application  to  him  for  a 
contract. 


